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ABSTRACT

The solar wind is highly turbulent, and intermittency effects are observed for fluctuations within
the inertial range. By analyzing magnetic field spectra and fourth-order moments, we perform a
comparative study of intermittency in different types of solar wind measured during periods of solar
minima and a maximum. Using eight fast solar wind intervals measured during solar minima between
0.3 au and 3.16 au, we found a clear signature of two inertial sub-ranges with f=3/2 and f~%/3 power
laws in the magnetic power spectra. The intermittency, measured through the scaling law of the kurtosis
of magnetic field fluctuations, further confirms the existence of two different power laws separated by
a clear break. A systematic study on the evolution of the said sub-ranges as a function of heliospheric
distance shows correlation of the break scale with both the turbulence outer scale and the typical ion
scales. During solar maximum, we analyzed five intervals for each of Alfvénic fast, Alfvénic slow and
non-Alfvénic slow solar wind. Unlike the case during the solar minima, the two sub-ranges are no
longer prominent and the Alfvénic slow wind is found to be in an intermediate state of turbulence
compared to that of the fast wind and the usual non-Alfvénic slow wind.

Keywords: Solar wind (1534) — Space plasmas (1544) — Interplanetary turbulence (830) — Magne-
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1. INTRODUCTION

The solar wind is the most accessible natural labora-
tory for studying turbulence in space plasmas (Bruno
& Carbone 2013). The dynamic solar activity and the
diversity of the originating regions produce solar wind
with a variety of characteristics, the most evident be-
ing the plasma speed. While the fast solar wind (FSW,
> 550 km s~!) mainly emanates from the polar coro-
nal holes, the slow solar wind (SSW, < 400 km s~1)
is believed to be originated from equatorial streamers
(Belcher & Davis Jr. 1971; Smith et al. 1978; Phillips
et al. 1995). During high solar activity, however, both
FSW and SSW are distributed at all latitudes instead
of being confined exclusively to polar and equatorial
regions, respectively. Another interesting feature of
FSW is the high Alfvénicity ¢.e. high correlation (or
anti-correlation) between velocity fluctuations (v) and
b (= B/\/mop, where B the magnetic field fluctuation
and p the mass density) in contrast with the SSW com-
prising of weak v-b correlations. This one-to-one corre-
spondence, however, does not strictly hold during high

solar activity, as a third type of wind is also observed.
This wind, termed as Alfvénic slow solar wind (ASSW),
has speed similar to that of the slow wind but is surpris-
ingly permeated with high Alfvénicity (Marsch et al.
1981; D’Amicis et al. 2011; D’Amicis & Bruno 2015).
The degree of Alfvénicity influences the nature of tur-
bulence in different types of solar winds. A high de-
gree of Alfvénicity represents an imbalance between the
Elsésser variables, z* = v+b, thus leading to less devel-
oped turbulence whereas low Alfvénicity corresponds to
comparatively more developed turbulence owing to the
balance between them. At scales greater than the ion-
inertial length (d;), a longer k~5/3 energy power spec-
trum is therefore observed for the slow wind whereas
a comparatively shorter k~5/3 spectrum is observed in
the Alfvénic fast wind (Bruno & Carbone 2005; Bruno
& Carbone 2013; D’ Amicis et al. 2018).

These observed spectra are universal in solar wind
turbulence and are consistent with self-similar energy
cascade (Kolmogorov phenomenology) within the iner-
tial range. In physical space, universal energy cascade
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is obtained in terms of the linear scaling law for the
third-order moments of velocity and magnetic field fluc-
tuations (Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2007; Banerjee et al. 2016;
Marino & Sorriso-Valvo 2023). In order to assure a self-
similar cascade, the kurtosis K (the normalised fourth-
order moment of the fluctuations) should be scale in-
variant. For a turbulent flow, one such possibility is the
case of quasi-Gaussian PDF's where the third-order mo-
ment (skewness) is non-zero but the K is roughly equal
to that of a Gaussian distribution.

However, careful studies in turbulent fluids and plas-
mas consistently show a departure from self-similarity
as one moves towards the smaller length scales within
the inertial range. This departure, known as inertial-
range intermittency, is characterised by the large tails
of the PDFs at those scales. In particular, intermit-
tency effects are quantified by the deviation from the
self-similar scaling laws of the higher-order moments
(Frisch 1995; Biskamp 2003; Banerjee 2014). Instead
of using arbitrary higher-order moments, the kurtosis is
often used as a practical measure of intermittency and
a higher probability of extreme events leads to its in-
crease with decreasing length scale ¢. From a physical
point of view, this implies that the small-scale coher-
ent structures, such as the vortices, current sheets, etc.,
generated due to nonlinear interactions, do not fill the
available space in a self-similar way nor are randomly
distributed, but rather tend to form inhomogeneously
distributed clusters of bursts (Frisch 1995; Sorriso-Valvo
et al. 1999; Bruno et al. 2003).

While the solar wind expands and accelerates through
the heliosphere, the turbulence becomes more devel-
oped, with the fluctuations being majorly energized by
the nonlinear interactions between the oppositely prop-
agating Alfvén waves (Chandran 2018), switchbacks
(Bale et al. 2021; Sakshee et al. 2022), large-scale struc-
tures, and instabilities (Bavassano et al. 1982a; Roberts
et al. 1992). Studies based on spacecraft observations
have shown a variation in spectral indices of the mag-
netic and velocity power spectra (Bavassano et al. 1982b;
Roberts 2010; Chen et al. 2020), a decrease in v-b cor-
relations and a broadening of the inertial range (Bavas-
sano et al. 1998; Bavassano et al. 1982b; Davis et al.
2023). Recently, using high resolution in-situ data of
the Parker Solar Probe it has been suggested that the
magnetic spectral index evolves from —3/2 near the Sun
(as close as 0.17 au) to a more developed —5/3 at 1 au
(Alberti et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2020; Shi, C. et al. 2021;
Sioulas et al. 2023a). These observations are consistent
with the idea of radial evolution of solar wind turbu-
lence into more developed states and the non-adiabatic
heating of the medium with increasing heliospheric dis-

tance (Marsch et al. 1982; Cranmer et al. 2009; Hellinger
et al. 2011). In addition, a power law behaviour for the
kurtosis (Bruno et al. 2003; Di Mare et al. 2019; Car-
bone et al. 2021; Herndndez et al. 2021) and an increase
in intermittency in solar wind turbulence have been ob-
served at greater heliospheric distances (Sioulas et al.
2022; Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2023). Using the magnetic
data of Helios 2, Sorriso-Valvo et al. (2023) observed a
break in the scaling of K of the magnetic field fluctu-
ations in FSW, during solar minimum. They provided
a plausible explanation suggesting this observed break
to be associated with the f~! break in the magnetic
power spectrum of FSW. However, clear disparity is ob-
served between the scales corresponding to the breaks
in kurtosis scaling and the power spectra. A break in
both the spectral density and the higher-order structure
functions has also been observed (Wicks et al. 2011; Wu
et al. 2022; Telloni 2022; Sioulas et al. 2023b; Wu et al.
2023). However, the nature of such break and its im-
plications on the dynamics of the solar wind turbulence
have not been investigated in detail yet.

In this paper, we revisit the aforementioned problem
and carry out a systematic study to provide an explana-
tion for the break observed in the kurtosis scaling. Using
the in-situ data of Helios and Ulysses during solar min-
ima, we show the kurtosis break is primarily associated
with an observed break between two inertial sub-regimes
of magnetic power spectra, having —3/2 and —5/3 spec-
tral indices, respectively. In addition, we also study the
radial evolution of the break scale to characterise the
solar wind turbulence as a function of the heliospheric
distance. During a solar maximum, however, breaks are
not prominent in the scaling of K. Nevertheless, a com-
parative study of FSW, ASSW and SSW shows a clear
distinction of these three types of wind according to the
degree of turbulence and the degree of intermittency,
along with some insights on the origin of ASSW. In Sec-
tions 2 and 3, we briefly describe the data and method-
ologies used for the analysis. Section 4 provides the
results obtained in our study during solar minima (4.1)
and maxima (4.2), respectively. Finally, in Section 5, we
summarize our findings and conclude.

2. DATA SELECTION

For our analysis, we have used in-situ data
from the Helios and Ulysses spacecraft data
repository publicly available at NASA CDAWeb
(https://cdaweb.gsfc.nasa.gov) and AMDA science
analysis system (https://amda.irap.omp.eu). The
plasma data for Helios and Ulysses have been obtained
from the El1 Plasma Experiment instrument and the
Solar Wind Observations Over the Poles of the Sun
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Figure 1. FSW intervals indicated by red boxes using Helios (left) and Ulysses (right) data, during solar minima. Top to
bottom: proton number density, solar wind speed, interplanetary magnetic field, correlation co-efficient between the components
of proton velocity and magnetic field computed over a 10 hr window. Time (x) axis is in the format: MM:DD:HH.

(SWOOPS) instrument, respectively. For magnetic
power spectrum and kurtosis scaling, we use 6 s resolu-
tion magnetic-field data from the E3 Flux-gate Magne-
tometer (FGM) onboard Helios and 1 s resolution mag-
netic field data from the Vector Helium Magnetometer
(VHM) onboard Ulysses spacecraft. During a declining
phase of solar activity near a solar minimum between
1975 and 1976, Helios 1 and 2 recorded several streams
of FSW from a coronal hole (or the same source), which
sustained through nearly two solar rotations (Bruno
et al. 2003). Several intervals of the fast wind expelled
from this coronal hole were also identified by Perrone
et al. (2018). In particular, for our current analysis, we
use the streams - A3, A6, A7, and A8, ranging from
0.3 au to 1 au, mentioned therein. Each chosen interval
(i) contains negligibly small amount of data gaps, (ii) is
free of any considerable mean trend, and (iii) turns up
to be reasonably stationary. The stationarity is assured
by the approximate constant average of sub-intervals of
different lengths. Extending our analysis beyond 1 au,
we use four intervals of FSW at varying heliospheric
distances (F1 - F4 as listed in Table - 1), recorded by

Ulysses during the years 1995-1996. Typical features
of certain FSW intervals in the inner and outer helio-
sphere used in our analysis with high v-b correlations
are shown in Fig. 1.

In order to interpret our findings, we also need to com-
pute the co-spectra of cross-helicty o. (see Section 3),
for which we have used the 40.5 s resolution magnetic
field and proton velocity data from the E3 FGM and the
E1 Plasma Experiment instrument onboard Helios. We
use degraded resolution for the magnetic field data in
order to keep coherence with the available plasma data
from the data repository. A similar analysis cannot be
done using the plasma data of Ulysses where the data
resolution is 240 s, and hence cannot be used to capture
the required length scales of our interest.

During solar maximum, five Ulysses intervals each for
the three types of solar wind were selected following sim-
ilar methods prescribed in D’Amicis et al. (2018) based
on their speed, proton density, and Alfvénic correlations
(see Table 1). A particular case study represents several
properties of the different types of wind within a 20-day
interval (see Fig. 2). While ASSW looks very similar to
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Figure 2. Different Ulysses intervals of SW during a period of solar maximum. Top to bottom: proton number density, solar
wind speed, interplanetary magnetic field, correlation co-efficient between the components of proton velocity and magnetic field
computed over a 10 hr window. Time (x) axis is in the format: MM:DD:HH. Blue, green and red boxes represent SSW, ASSW,

and FSW intervals, respectively.

SSW with respect to the flow speed (< 400 km/sec), it is
characterised by low proton density (~ 1 particle/cm?)
and high Alfvénicity (~ 0.6) similar to FSW. These find-
ings are in agreement with previous studies (Belcher &
Davis Jr. 1971; Marsch et al. 1981; D’Amicis & Bruno
2015).

3. ANALYSIS METHOD

Our analysis is mainly based on the computation
of (i) the kurtosis (K) or the normalized fourth-order
moments of magnetic field fluctuations, (ii) the mag-
netic power spectral density (PSD), and (iii) the cross-
helicity co-spectra (d.). All the data sets were made
evenly sampled by interpolating the data gaps before
using for any of the computations.

Since all the intervals used in our study are perme-
ated by superalfvénic solar wind, one can practically
use Taylor’s hypothesis, which means if the turbulent
fluctuations are much smaller than the bulk speed, they
can be considered as frozen (or slowly evolving) as the
flow sweeps the probe (Taylor 1938). When using single-

point measurements in the form of a time series, the only
accessible direction for the increments is along the bulk
flow. This provides an equivalence between the longitu-
dinal (along the flow) length scale ¢ and the correspond-
ing time scale 7 as £ = V7, where Vj,, is the mean
solar wind speed. Therefore, we define the increments
of the i*" component (with i = r,#,n) of the magnetic
field as Ab;(t,7) = b;(t + 7) — b;(¢). In order to capture
both magnitudinal and directional fluctuations of b , we
define the n'" order structure function as:

n/2
Sn(T) = < > (1)

where (-) represents the ensemble average (Bruno et al.
2003). The corresponding kurtosis (K) is then calculated
using the standard expression:
54 (T)
K(t)= —+%5. 2
Note that, when each Ab; follows a Gaussian distribu-
tion with zero mean, K (7) is equal to 5/3 (see appendix

> (Ab)?

i




Table 1. Intervals of FSW, ASSW and SSW used in our
study. The intervals A3, A7, A8 (Helios-2) and A6 (Helios-
1) are mentioned in Perrone et al. (2018) as well. The
other intervals with abbreviations F# (fast), S# (slow), AS#
(Alfvénic-slow) are from Ulysses spacecraft.

Label | Year Time Interval Vsw R

(MM-DD-HH) (km/sec) (au)

Solar minimum

A8 1976  04-14-14 — 04-22-01 728.9 0.30
A6 1976  03-14-10 — 03-19-13 624.3 0.41
A7 1976  03-15-18 — 03-18-03 620.9 0.65
A3 1976 01-21-21 - 01-25-10 633.1 0.98
F1 1995 01-21-00 — 01-27-16 745.7 1.44
F2 1995 08-09-19 — 08-15-12 795.0 2.10
F3 1995 11-12-00 — 11-18-00 795.6 2.75
F4 1996  01-16-00 — 01-22-00 765.7 3.16

Solar maximum

F5 2001 08-16-02 — 08-18-02 734.4 1.64
F6 2001 09-09-14 - 09-11-14 753.9 1.80
7 2001  08-26-10 — 08-28-10 690.9 1.71
F8 2001  02-18-07 — 02-20-07 626.6 1.69
F9 2001 03-13-00 — 03-15-00 694.9 1.56
S1 2001 02-08-20 — 02-10-20 353.5 1.53
S2 2001  05-01-15 — 05-03-15 385.9 1.35
S3 2001  06-21-23 — 06-23-23 387.3 1.41
S4 2001  07-05-08 — 07-07-08 413.7 1.34
S5 2001  06-05-12 — 06-07-12 400.0 1.47
AS1 2001 07-27-14 - 07-29-14 367.4 1.76
AS2 2001 05-06-05 — 05-08-05 347.9 1.36
AS3 2001  06-29-04 — 07-01-04 430.4 1.38
AS4 2001  05-16-06 — 05-18-06 300.7 1.43
AS5 2001  03-29-12 — 03-31-12 469.0 1.35

Section A). For a self-similar, non intermittent flow, in
the inertial range of scales (namely much smaller than
the energy-injection scales and larger than the dissipa-
tive scales) the n** order structure function is expected
to scale as S, (7) o< 7P, where p is a phenomenological
constant (Frisch 1995). It is therefore straightforward to
see that K becomes independent of 7. However, in the
presence of intermittency, this linear scaling does not
hold any longer and the simplest intermittency model
can be given as S, (7) oc 714" here ¢(n) is a non-
linear correction accounting for the intermittent struc-
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tures. For the kurtosis, this leads to a power-law scaling
K(7) ~ 77", with K = ¢(4)/2¢(2). Such a scaling, uni-
versally observed in fluid turbulence, has recently been
described in the case of solar wind turbulence as well
(Di Mare et al. 2019; Herndndez et al. 2021; Sorriso-
Valvo et al. 2023). In this work, we study the scaling
properties of K of the magnetic field fluctuations at dif-
ferent heliospheric distances.

Finally, the magnetic energy spectra and cross-helicity
co-spectra are defined by, PSD = bjb} and g, =
(bAZ-TﬁZ- + 9;7b;) /2 respectively, where b; and @; are the
Fast Fourier transforms (FFT) of the magnetic and ve-
locity field components b; and v;, respectively, with sum-
mation being intended over the repeated indices (where
i=r,t,n).

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

4.1. Observations during Solar Minimum

During a period of solar minimum in 1976, using data
from Helios spacecraft, we study FSW streams in the
inner heliosphere (at 0.3,0.41,0.65, and 0.98 au) from a
sustained coronal hole near the ecliptic plane. Beyond
1 au, FSW streams are studied using Ulysses data col-
lected during the 1995-1996 solar minimum, at varying
heliospheric distances (at 1.44,2.1,2.75, and 3.16 au),
which were also measured at different latitudes. In Fig.
3, we have drawn the magnetic power spectral traces,
estimated using nearly equispaced frequencies in loga-
rithmic scales. Top panels refer to Helios intervals, while
bottom panels to Ulysses. As typically observed in the
Alfvénic solar wind, at low frequencies we can identify a
large-scale, energy-containing range (white background
in the figure), where the power decays as ~ f~1. Fitted
power laws and the corresponding scaling exponents are
shown as green lines. A break identifies a clear change
in the power-law scaling exponent, as indicated by verti-
cal dashed lines. Such break can be associated with the
correlation scale of the turbulence. The low-frequency
range is clearly visible in Helios data, while it is only
indicatively present in the Ulysses intervals. This is
consistent with the well-known shift of the correlation
scale towards lower frequency with increasing R in the
solar wind (Davis et al. 2023). The f~! range is fol-
lowed by the usual inertial range of turbulence, where
the spectrum roughly follows an f~%/3 power law de-
pendence (Bruno & Carbone 2005; Bruno & Carbone
2013). However, a more accurate inspection shows that
a further break emerges within such range, indicated by
the vertical dot-dashed lines separating the light and
deeper blue shaded areas in Fig. 3. Although the dy-
namical range of frequencies is relatively short, for in-
tervals other than that at 3.16 au, it is possible to iden-
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Figure 3. Magnetic power spectral trace of FSW intervals plotted for nearly equidistant frequencies at varying heliospheric
distances R during solar minima. Top row: Helios data, bottom row: Ulysses data. In all panels, the distance of the interval
from the sun is indicated. Vertical lines indicate the f~! break (dashed), the newly observed break f, (dot-dashed, separating
the light and deep blue areas jointly forming the traditional inertial range), and the ion-scale break (Ulysses only). In each
range, a power-law fit is shown (colored lines) along with the corresponding spectral exponent.
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with R.

tify two different sub-ranges with different power laws
as demonstrated by the red and blue lines, with the
associated scaling exponents indicated nearby. In the
lower-frequency range (light blue background), the spec-
tral index approaches -3/2, whereas at larger frequencies
(deep blue background), the spectra show a transition
to a-5/3 spectral index usually observed in non-Alfvénic
solar wind (Bruno & Carbone 2005; Bruno & Carbone
2013; Alexandrova et al. 2009; D’Amicis et al. 2018).
In isotropic turbulence, whereas an f~°/3 scaling of-
ten represents an energy cascade by eddy fragmenta-
tion in strong turbulence, f~3/2 scaling can possibly be
explained by an energy cascade through the sporadic in-
teraction of Alfvénic wave packets in MHD turbulence
(Kolmogorov 1941; Iroshnikov 1963; Kraichnan 1965).
However, —5/3 and —3/2 power laws can also be ob-
tained under various circumstances if anisotropy is taken
into account (Goldreich & Sridhar 1995; Goldreich &
Sridhar 1997; Boldyrev 2006; Chandran et al. 2015). Ir-
respective of the true nature of energy cascade, a sin-
gle power law is often assumed for the magnetic power
spectra in the frequency range 104 —10~! Hz (Bruno &
Carbone 2005; Bruno & Carbone 2013), although a few
studies have found variation in the power law exponents
in the inertial range of magnetic power spectra (Wicks
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et al. 2011; Sioulas et al. 2023b) as well as the scaling of
higher order structure functions (Wu et al. 2022; Sorriso-
Valvo et al. 2023). In our study, the co-existence of the
two sub-regimes (with —3/2 and —5/3 spectral indices)
within the turbulence spectra of FSW has been consis-
tently observed at various heliospheric distances both in
the inner as well as the outer heliosphere. The break
scale between those two sub-ranges, f3, appears to shift
towards lower frequencies (approaching the correlation
scale) with increasing heliospheric distance. This is con-
sistent with the fact that a —3/2 scaling has been ob-
served for solar wind close to the sun, whereas a steeper
—5/3 power law is obtained at and beyond 1 au (Chen
et al. 2020; Shi, C. et al. 2021; Sioulas et al. 2023a).
Finally, in the Ulysses intervals, the ion-scale breaks
are visible, separating the MHD range from the sub-ion
range, where Hall effects and other kinetic effects start
to affect the cascade (white background) (Banerjee &
Galtier 2016; Halder et al. 2023). Such break is usually
observed at frequencies ~ 10~! Hz, which is the upper
cut-off for the MHD range. However, similar breaks do
not turn up in the Helios intervals, due to the low ca-
dence of the data used here.

To further investigate on the sub-inertial range spec-
tral break, f,, we study the kurtosis K(7) for all of the
eight FSW intervals. The scaling of K(7) defined in
Section 3 for Helios and Ulysses data are depicted in
Fig. 4 top and bottom panels, respectively, for each
R. To inspect on the general radial trend of intermit-
tency we have drawn a consolidated plot for the Helios
and Ulysses intervals (see Fig. 5). From this figure one
can conclude that the value of K at all scales increases
with increasing R, thus implying higher intermittency
with increasing heliospheric distance, in agreement with
previous studies (Bruno et al. 2003; Sorriso-Valvo et al.
2023; Sioulas et al. 2023a). At each given distance R,
K is systematically found to decrease as one moves to-
wards the larger scales. This is consistent with the no-
tion that deviation from Gaussian statistics increases at
smaller scales (Frisch 1995; Sorriso-Valvo et al. 1999).
Upon reaching the typical correlation scales of the flow
(1 ~ 10% s), corresponding to the f~! power law in en-
ergy spectrum (see Fig. 3), the kurtosis saturates to a
constant value K ~ 1.67, representing a quasi-Gaussian
distribution (with a non-zero skewness) of the fluctu-
ations of the magnetic field components (see appendix
Section A). Within the inertial range, from the nature of
K(7) in Fig. 4, a clear signature of broken power law is
observed. While two breaks are visible for Ulysses data
(with 1 s resolution), the small-scale break at around
7 ~ 10 s is missing for the intervals using Helios mag-
netic field data with 6 s resolution. This break, cor-
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Table 2. Variation of the break scales observed in Kurtosis
(K) scaling, 7k, and in magnetic power spectra, fp, as a
function of heliospheric distance R.

R (au) 0.3 041 065 098 144 21 275
fo (Hz) (x1073) | 14 8.2 8 69 38 07 07
TK (8) 84 140 214 374 499 799 1510

responding to a frequency of ~ 107! Hz, is associated
with the transition from the ordinary MHD range to the
sub-ion kinetic or Hall MHD regime (Banerjee & Galtier
2016; Halder et al. 2023). The other break which occurs
at a larger 7 (solid vertical lines) is clearly visible for
both Helios and Ulysses data. In particular this break
scale (Tx) shifts towards larger 7 as R increases. Within
the distance range of 0.3 — 2.75 au, 7k is found to in-
crease from ~ 100 s to ~ 1500 s. It is to be emphasized
here that except for certain cases, the appearance of the
break Tk is persistent in the component-wise K scaling
as well (see Figs. 10 and 11 in appendix Section B).
A detailed list of the break scale 7 as a function of R
is given in Table 2. As it is evident from Fig. 4 and
5, Tk separates the steeper power law (K ~ 77" with
k ~ 0.37 averaged over the eight intervals) at smaller
scales (dashed lines) from the less steeper one (x ~ 0.11
on average) at large scales (dotted lines), but with an ex-
ception. Note that for the Ulysses interval at R = 3.16
au, K(7) reaches the Gaussian regime without going
through the large 7 break, suggesting that the turbu-
lence has fully developed that transforms the shallower
scaling range at large scale into the steeper power law
at smaller scales. We will elucidate this point in the
following.

As mentioned in the introduction, similar broken
power law behaviour for K(7) in FSW has already
been observed by Sorriso-Valvo et al. (2023). However,
those authors suggested that 75 might correspond to the
break between low-frequency f~! regime to Kolmogorov
f~%/3 regime in the magnetic power spectra. This was
inspired by the fact that f~! regime is exclusively found
in FSW intervals and the f~! break also shows nearly
similar behaviour to 1/7x as R changes (Davis et al.
2023). Instead, for all the intervals where the break is
observed, it is systematically found in our study that
1/7K occurs at a higher frequency (roughly by a factor
~ 10) than the f~! break scale (see Fig. 3). The in-
verse of Tk is typically corresponding to fp, although
with some consistent small discrepancy that could be
due to the different frequency response of Fourier trans-
form and scale-dependent increments (see Fig. 4 where
both 7k, solid lines, and 1/ f;,, dashed lines, are drawn).
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Figure 6. Top: Cross-helicity spectrum &, of the four He-
lios FSW intervals in the inner heliosphere. The light and
deep blue shaded regions depict the —3/2 and —5/3 regimes
respectively. The spectral break frequency f, and the fre-
quency associated with the kurtosis break, ’TI;I, are indi-
cated by dot-dashed and dashed lines respectively. Bottom:
Cross-helicity o, of all the FSW intervals as a function of the
heliospheric distance R.

The two scaling ranges in the kurtosis therefore approx-
imately correspond to the two inertial sub-ranges ob-
served in the spectrum. Since PSD and kurtosis are
related quantities, the observation of a double power
law in both supports the robustness of the break, and
therefore indicates the emergence of a new characteris-
tic scale in the inertial range that marks the transition
from f=3/2 to f~5/3 regime.

Summarizing, from the existence of the two turbulent
inertial sub-regimes it is clear that as we move from
the larger towards the smaller scales the nature of tur-
bulence also varies. This variation becomes more ap-
parent when we examine the cross-helicity spectrum for
the FSW intervals within the inner heliosphere (Fig. 6
top). The same could not be computed for the FSW be-
yond 1 au due to the limitation in terms of low plasma
data resolution, as mentioned in Section 2. Neverthe-
less, for all the FSW intervals in the inner heliosphere we
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Figure 7. FSW during solar minima. Top: Kurtosis scal-
ing break [k versus the heliospheric distance R. The same
break scale lx normalized by the ion-inertial length scale d;,
Ik /d; (middle) and [k normalized by the correlation length
L. (bottom) as a function of R. The different colors repro-
duce the colors in Fig. 3, and in the Ulysses intervals the
latitude is indicated. Two power laws were identified in the
inner and outer heliosphere, respectively. The fitted power
laws and the corresponding parameters are indicated.

see that the g, power decreases as we move from larger
to smaller scales (see Fig. 6). Thus, with the forward
progression of the turbulent cascade, the imbalance be-
tween the inward and outward Alfvén modes propagat-
ing along the mean magnetic field decreases to a more
balanced state. While recent studies have shown the
transition from a weak to a strong turbulence regime on
moving towards smaller scales (Zhao et al. 2024), a tran-
sition from imbalanced (|272| > |272|, or vice-versa) to
a balanced (]z272| ~ |272|) turbulent state could as well
be associated with the steepening of the spectra from
the low frequency f~3/2 regime to the higher frequency
f~5/3 regime. A similar gradual change from an imbal-
anced towards a relatively balanced state is also evident
with increasing heliospheric distance R. Even though
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o shows sufficiently higher values being associated with
FSW, it declines slowly as understood from the straight
line fit having a slope o = —0.05 (see Fig. 6 bottom).
This is again consistent with the absence of the f—3/2
regime at R = 3.16 au and recent observations of change
in the inertial range spectral index from —3/2 to —5/3
with increasing R (Chen et al. 2020; Shi, C. et al. 2021;
Sioulas et al. 2023a).

We further determine the evolutionary nature of the
break scale, 7k, with R and have investigated its rela-
tionship with the typical ion and correlation scales. In
Fig. 7 (top), we show the radial evolution of 7k, ap-
pearing in the scaling of K, converted from time scale
to length scale (k) via Taylor’s hypothesis as mentioned
in Section 3. Clearly, [k shift towards larger scales with
R, as evident from Fig. 5 and Table 2 as well. We
see that a strong power-law relation exists between R
and g, with I evolving as lx o R1!® for R < 1 au
and I o« R'® for R > 1 au. The central panel in
Fig. 7 shows how the break scale behaves with R when
normalized to the ion-inertial length scale, d; = c/wy;
(where wy;= y/ne?/egm is the plasma frequency). The
ion-inertial scale has been found to vary between ~ 45
to ~ 500 km for R ranging from R ~ 0.3—3.2 au. After
normalization, we find that the evolutionary nature is
nearly lost for FSW intervals in the inner heliosphere
near the ecliptic plane, with a residual weak R %!3 de-
pendence, and [ is ~ 10 times d;. A similar pattern
was observed (but not shown) after normalization with
the ion gyro-radius p; = vfh /825, in the inner heliosphere
(the p; in the outer heliosphere could not be computed
again due to data limitations). Note that the typical ion
scales have an approximately linear radial increase up to
5 au (e.g., see Bruno & Trenchi 2014) which might ex-
plain the constant radial trend of the normalized break
scale. However, beyond 1 au, it is to be noted that even
after normalization, the evolutionary nature of [x still
persists, so that only the radial trend of the break decou-
ples from that of the ion scales. The residual power law
could be associated with the variation in heliospheric
latitude (and to the associated variation of the angle
between the large-scale magnetic field B and the bulk
speed V) at which the FSW streams were sampled,
indicated in the labels in Fig. 7. Understanding this
variation of [ with latitude and Vj,,-B angle would be
interesting for a future study but is currently beyond
the scope of this paper. In order to compare the break
scale [ and the correlation scale L., we have drawn [
normalized to L. as a function of R (see Fig. 7 bot-
tom). It is evident from the plot that, for R < 1, a
small power-law exponent is observed, I /L. ~ R ~914,
so that the normalization to the correlation scale re-
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Figure 8. Magnetic field power spectral trace plotted for
nearly equidistant frequencies of the intervals S1 (blue), AS1
(green) and F6 (red) during solar maximum. The SSW and
ASSW exhibits a broad inertial range while a f~1 break is
present in the case of FSW. In each range, a power law fit is
shown along with the corresponding spectral exponent.

moves the radial dependence, similar to what we ob-
serve when normalized to the ion scale. Moreover, in
this case, {x is ~ 0.4 times L. and certainly does not
correspond to scales within the f~! power law regime
in the spectrum, contrary to what has been suggested
previously (Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2023). For R > 1, Ik
approaches L., thereby explaining the absence of the
f~3/2 regime in the R = 3.16 au interval and support-
ing recent observations of spectral steepening of the in-
ertial range with increasing R (Chen et al. 2020; Shi, C.
et al. 2021; Sioulas et al. 2023a). Note that, in the inner
heliosphere, break scales normalized to both the char-
acteristic ion scale and the correlation scale follow weak
radial dependence of R %-'? and R 014, respectively.

4.2. Observations during Solar Mazximum

We now perform a similar spectral and intermittency
analysis using the set of intervals recorded during the so-
lar maximum (see Table 1). While the previous section
was confined to only analyzing FSW| in this section we
take into consideration the three main solar wind types,
namely FSW, SSW and the ASSW. Previous studies
on spectra and intermittency mostly focused on FSW
and SSW (Bruno et al. 2003; Di Mare et al. 2019; Car-
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Figure 9. Kurtosis (K) of the magnetic field fluctuations as
a function of time scale 7 for several intervals of SSW (blue),
ASSW (grren) and FSW (red), during solar maximum.

bone et al. 2021; Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2021). More re-
cently, the spectral properties of ASSW, which exclu-
sively permeates the heliosphere during periods of high
solar activity, were also examined (D’Amicis et al. 2021,
2022). However, such studies did not include intermit-
tency. Moreover, a comparative analysis between FSW |
SSW and ASSW at solar maxima has not yet been con-
ducted. Thus, in this section, we examine the intermit-
tency properties of ASSW (Marsch et al. 1981; D’ Amicis
et al. 2011; D’ Amicis & Bruno 2015) in comparison with
the other two types of wind using Ulysses data, during
the ascending phase of solar cycle 23 (year 2001), at
R~ 1.5 au.

In Fig. 8, we show examples of the magnetic field
power spectral density for three intervals at solar max-
imum, one for each type of solar wind. Unlike the pre-
vious case during solar minima, in this case, there is no
clear emergence of two sub-ranges, and the inertial range
is consistently showing the typical Kolmogorov scaling,
close to -5/3. In the fast stream only, it is possible to
see a shallower range at low frequency, compatible with
the usual f~! range. This is also not visible in the two
slow wind types. Similar spectra were observed for all
the other intervals (not shown).

The variation of K (defined in Section 3) as a func-
tion of 7 is shown in Fig. 9 for all the intervals of FSW,
ASSW and SSW listed in Table 1. Similar to what has
been observed during solar minima, K is found to be
scale dependent, decreasing with the time scale 7 and
approaching the Gaussian value K ~ 1.67 at 7 >~ 10%.
This is again a clear indication of the non-universal na-
ture of the distribution function of the magnetic field
increments. However, just like for the spectra, in this
case no clear break within the inertial range is evident
for any of the three types of solar wind.



The consolidated plot shown in Fig. 9 allows to per-
form a comparative study of intermittency among those
three types of solar wind. As evident from the plots, tur-
bulence in ASSW is moderately intermittent, character-
ized by a value of K which is intermediate between that
of the SSW with the strongest intermittency and that of
the FSW having the weakest intermittency. Our obser-
vations are in agreement with the fact that, in the outer
heliosphere, the SSW is in a state of more developed tur-
bulence than ASSW and FSW. This can also be inferred
from the broad inertial range in the magnetic power
spectra exhibited by SSW extending to much lower fre-
quencies compared to FSW (see Fig. 8), for which we ob-
serve a f~! break (Matthaeus & Goldstein 1986; Chan-
dran 2018). Several studies have observed similar spec-
tral characteristics for these two types of wind (Bruno
& Carbone 2013; D’Amicis et al. 2018; D’Amicis et al.
2022). The power spectrum of ASSW shows similar na-
ture as SSW, with a broad inertial range. However, it is
to be noted that a recent study conducted by D’Amicis
et al. (2018) did observe a f~! break in the spectra of
ASSW at 1 au, which hints how the turbulence develops
in ASSW understood by the broadening of the inertial
range as it evolves with R. While studies by D’Amicis
& Bruno (2015); D’Amicis et al. (2018); D’Amicis et al.
(2021) explain the high Alfvénicity of ASSW as due to
its generation from coronal hole boundaries based on its
composition and micro-physics, our findings on ASSW
with an intermediate state of turbulence hints that the
low speed of ASSW may be due to the intermixing of
FSW and SSW inside the heliosphere.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we report the existence of two distinct
sub-regimes for the inertial range in the magnetic power
spectrum of solar wind turbulence within and beyond
1 au. Although a single inertial range spectral power
law has been traditionally observed (Bruno & Carbone
2013), a few studies have also identified variations in the
spectral indices of the magnetic power spectrum (Wicks
et al. 2011; Sioulas et al. 2023b) and in the scaling expo-
nents of higher-order structure functions (Wu et al. 2022,
2023). Additionally, Sorriso-Valvo et al. (2023) observed
a break (7x) in the scaling of kurtosis (KX) within FSW
intervals, suggesting a possible connection between this
break and the f~! break due to their similar behavior
with R as discussed by Davis et al. (2023). However, our
findings show that 7x in the kurtosis scaling closely co-
incides with the break (f;) observed in magnetic spectra
separating the two sub-regimes characterized by f—3/2
and f~5/3 spectral power laws in both the inner as well
as the outer heliosphere (see Fig. 4). The appear-
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ance of a double power-law in both the magnetic power
spectrum and kurtosis (or normalized fourth-order mo-
ments) supports the robustness of this break, indicating
the existence of a previously unidentified characteris-
tic scale within the inertial range. Whereas the most
probable explanation for the f~%/3 regime can be ob-
tained by the isotropic Kolmogorov phenomenology or
anisotropic mhd turbulence with a weak v-b alignment
in non-Alfvénic solar wind, the f~3/2 regime could be
reasonably associated with the anisotropic spectra along
the strong v-b alignment (Kolmogorov 1941; Goldre-
ich & Sridhar 1995; Boldyrev 2006). Note that, we
consciously eliminate the possibility of a —3/2 spectra
by Iroshnikov-Kraichnan phenomenology which is valid
only for balanced MHD and cannot explain the emer-
gence of —3/2 spectra when there is a strong v-b corre-
lation.

A recent study by Zhao et al. (2024) provided evi-
dence of a transition from a weak to a strong turbulence
regime as one moves from larger to smaller scales. In
our study, an inspection of the cross-helicity co-spectra
revealed that the turbulence in FSW shifts from a highly
imbalanced state (|212| > |272|, or vice-versa) at larger
scales to a relatively balanced one (|z72| ~ [272|) on
moving towards the smaller scales (see Fig. 6). These
observations may explain the broken power-law behavior
of the spectrum and the kurtosis indicating a transition
in the nature of turbulence as the cascade progresses
towards the smaller scales.

We have further investigated the dependence of the
sub-inertial regime break (7x) on the heliospheric dis-
tance (R) in comparison with the ion and correlation
scales. Our findings indicate a power-law behavior for
Ik (Taylor transformed 7, Taylor 1938) with R, which
upon normalization with the typical ion scales (e.g. the
ion-inertial scale d; and the ion gyro-radius p;) and the
correlation scale (L.) practically disappears in the in-
ner heliosphere (see Fig. 7). Therefore, both the cor-
relation scale and the characteristic ion scale appear to
control the location of the break. Interestingly, though,
I appears to approach the correlation scale shifting to-
wards larger scales as R increases, resulting in the ab-
sence of the f~3/2 regime at 3.16 au. This observation
could explain the transition of the inertial range mag-
netic spectral slope from —3/2 near the Sun to —5/3 far-
ther away (Chen et al. 2020; Shi, C. et al. 2021; Sioulas
et al. 2023a). Note that a residual power-law radial de-
pendence of the break scale still persists in the outer
heliosphere, possibly due to variations in the latitude at
which the FSW streams were sampled. This residual be-
haviour of the normalized [ must be studied in depth
in a future study as functions of the latitude and also
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the large-scale magnetic field angle, which determines
the degree of anisotropy in the measured turbulence.
Our analysis, extended to a period of year 2001 for dif-
ferent types of solar wind intervals, shows that the two
inertial sub-ranges are no longer surviving during the
period of high solar activity. Nevertheless, the study
enables us to characterize the state of turbulence in the
Alfvénic slow solar wind (Marsch et al. 1981; D’Amicis
et al. 2011; D’Amicis & Bruno 2015; D’Amicis et al.
2021, 2022), as compared to traditional fast and slow
winds. We showed that during this period, when ASSW
is found in abundance near the ecliptic plane, it is in an
intermediate state of turbulence between those typical
of fast and slow streams. This also gives us insights on
the position of the break separating the integral (f~1)
and inertial ranges (Matthaeus & Goldstein 1986; Chan-
dran 2018) in the case of ASSW. While D’Amicis et al.
(2018) found the f~! break to be occurring at the same
frequency for FSW as well as ASSW at 1 au, in our
study it occurs at a much lower frequency for the ASSW
compared to the FSW at distances greater than 1.5 au
(see Fig. 8), thus suggesting a plausible explanation for
the ‘slowness’ of the ASSW due to strong intermixing

between the FSW and the SSW during the high solar
activity.
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APPENDIX

A. ESTIMATION OF KURTOSIS OF MAGNETIC FIELD FLUCTUATIONS FOLLOWING A GAUSSIAN
DISTRIBUTION

Following the definition of the n*" order structure function (.S,,) given by eqn. (1), the expression of Sy and Sy takes

the form:

Si = ((Abr)? + (Abe)* + (Abn)*)?, (A1)

and

Sa = ((Aby)? + (Aby)* + (Aby)?), (A2)

respectively. Now considering that the fluctuations follow a zero mean gaussian distribution f(Ab;) having a standard

deviation o such that

32
) = e | G, (A3)
we have
S, = / / / ((Ab)? + (Ab)? + (Aby))2 F(Ab) F(Aby) f(Aby) d(Aby) d(Aby) d(Aby,), (A4)
and
52:/ / / ((Ab,)? + (Aby)? + (Abn)?) f(Aby) f(Aby) f(Abs) d(Ab,) d(Ab;) d(Aby), (A)

which seem a bit rigorous but can be solved easily to obtain S, = 150 and Sy = 302. Thus, the kurtosis defined by

eqn. (2) takes the value K = 5/3 ~ 1.67.

B. COMPONENT-WISE KURTOSIS OF THE MAGNETIC FIELD FLUCTUATIONS IN FSW INTERVALS
DURING SOLAR MINIMUM

In this appendix we show the kurtosis K for each individual RTN magnetic field component, using four example
intervals from both Helios and Ulysses database, at eighth different distances from the Sun. Different colors refer to
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the different intervals. Whenever present, a power law is shown as colored dashed line, and the corresponding scaling
exponents are indicated in each panel. Two power laws can be identified in all of the Helios and most of the Ulysses
intervals, with the exception of the radial component at 2.75 au and of all components at 3.16 au. The timescale 75
of the break between the two power laws is indicated by a solid vertical grey line, while the dashed grey vertical lines
indicate the location of the spectral break, 1/ f3.
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Figure 10. Component-wise kurtosis K (7) of magnetic field fluctuations for several intervals of FSW during periods of solar
minima for Helios data (year 1976) in the inner heliosphere from a sustained coronal hole. The three columns represent the
r, t and n components of K. Power-law fits and the corresponding scaling exponents are indicated. Vertical lines indicate the
observed break, Tk (solid), and the timescale corresponding to the spectral break, 1/, (dashed).
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Figure 11. Component-wise kurtosis K (7) of magnetic field fluctuations for several intervals of FSW during periods of solar
minima for Ulysses data (years 1995-1996) in the outer heliosphere at varying distances and latitudes. The three columns
represent the r, t and n components of K. Power-law fits and the corresponding scaling exponents are indicated. Vertical lines
indicate the observed break, 7k (solid), and the timescale corresponding to the spectral break, 1/f, (dashed).
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