arxXiv:1102.1266v1 [astro-ph.SR] 7 Feb 2011

Astronomy & Astrophysicsnanuscript no. 16167 © ESO 2021
November 17, 2021

The solar magnetic field since 1700

|. Characteristics of sunspot group emergence and reconstru ction of the
butterfly diagram

J. Jiang, R. H. Cameron, D. Schmitt, and M. Schissler

Max-Planck-Institut fur Sonnensystemforschung, 371@tléaburg-Lindau, Germany
Received — ; accepted —
ABSTRACT

We use the historic record of sunspot groups compiled by thaRGreenwich Observatory together with the sunspot nurtibe
derive the statistical properties of sunspot group emesyé@ndependence of cycle phase and strength. In partic@atiseuss the
latitude, longitude, area and tilt angle of sunspot groupfuactions of the cycle strength and of time during the scyate.

Using these empirical characteristics the time-latituidgiam of sunspot group emergence (butterfly diagram) @nscucted from
1700 onward on the basis of the Wolf and group sunspot numbéis reconstruction will be useful in studies of the loegat
evolution of the Sun’s magnetic field.
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1. Introduction The time dependence of the emergence is taken from the
. . . sunspot number data, either the monthly group sunspot numbe
The synoptic record of sunspot emergence is an important I (Hoyt & Schatten, 1998), or the monthly Wolf sunspot num-

put into, for example, long term reconstructions of the solg ' (Wolf, [1861). Correlations between the strength of the
. . . . .. , Rz ‘ol . g .
open flux (e.gl Cameron etlal.. 2010), solar irradiance tiaria cycle, derived fronRs or Rz, and the areas, emergence latitudes

(e.g. LCrouch et all, 2008) and is relevant for understantfiag nd longi ;

) gitudes, and tilt angles of sunspot groups are sokght
solar (_lenamo_ (for a recent review i_e_e_QhaMrigmﬂ_ZOl@). iS purpose we use the Royal Greenwich Observatory (RGO)
quantities which are used in these types of studies inclnee tecord of sunspot group areas, latitudes, longitudes asasel

sunspot areas, emergence latitudes and longitudes assibé a o \\wo and Kodaikanal records of sunspot group tilt an-
tilt angle between sunspots of opposite polarities withgn@up.  1as Unlike previous studies (e : . .

As an example of such a study, lin_Cameron etlal. (20 -[Dasi-Espuig et Al ZQlﬁ' é;g, 2 Miletsky 2011)”we
we used the observed Royal Greenwich ObsenBt@®RGO)  consider correlations of many of the emergence propertigss w
records of sunspot areas, longitudes, latitudes and thenMol

) ) . cle properties derived from the monthly sunspot number.
Wilson Observatory and Kodaikanal records of tilt angles,y prop y P

(Howard et al.] 1984, 1999; Sivaraman et al., 1993) as the in-

put to a surface flux transport model (e tal.,l1985
[Sheeley et al/, 1985; Wang e al., 1989; Baumannlet al.,| 2004)

The results from the model was the large-scale evolutiohef t These correlations are then used in conjunction witrRée

o : S dR; records to construct artificial sunspot group data extend-
surface magnetic field, which was extrapolated into intarp} andr; : .
tary space Using a current sheet source surface (CSSSp@xtr g back to 1700. As the time dependence is taken from observa

lation (e.g..Zhao & Hoekserna, 1995). The open field calcdlat onsand the othe_r prope_rtie_s of the_ sunspotgroups arbeyoyt
from the model was then compared to that inferred from obs € constructed timeseries Is seml-sy_nthe_nc. Since tm_elee
vations of the geomagnetic aa index. The time period andlyZ°nS are only statistical in nature, the individual redomstions

: are realizations drawn randomly from a population with the o
was restricted by the fact that the RGO dataset only exteacs b§8rved statistics. This enables Monte-Carlo-type stughete

to 1874 and the MWO and Kodaikanal tilt angle datasets alonger term evolution of, e.g. the Sun’s open flux, polar Beld

even shorter. nd irradiance variation
The purpose of this paper is to construct partially synthet"fl adiance variations.

datasets of sunspot emergence covering the period fromtb700

2010. In the second paper in this series we intend to use these

semi-synthetic records with the surface flux transport rhade ) ) ) )
CSSS extrapolation. The semi-synthetic data sets howewer h  The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we describe
a much wider application, for example in irradiance studied the datasets and ways to define various cycle parameterssuch

in understanding the solar dynamo. We therefore here presgrfle strength, starting time and length of each cycle. ktiSe
the analysis and methods for creating them. 3 we discuss the correlations between the spatial disiviband

the properties of the cycle as determined frBm In Section
1 All data was obtained from the NOAA website4 we use these correlations to reconstruct the butterflyraimag
http://www.ngdc.noaa.gov/stp/solar/solardataservices.html from 1700 onwards.
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Table 1. Parameters for solar cyclegt to 23 (from 1700 on-

2 200¢ © R R 3 ward) derived from the group sunspot numBer
E 150 : -

8k 3 cycle no.  tmin S,/100 S,

g 100 = -4 1698.0 3 5
E: 505 3 -3 1712.0 16 35
z o -2 1723.5 33 64
2 o : -1 1734.0 31 53
1700 1750 1800 1850 1900 1950 2000 0 1745.0 36 67
Yeor 1 17552 43 70
Fig. 1. Time evolution of monthly Wolf sunspot numbies (blue g gggg Sé 17083
line) and group sunspot numbRg (red line). The dotted vertical 4 1784:7 70 89
line denotes the year 1874, after which the two sunspot numbe 5 1798.3 23 51
datasets are nearly identical. Note tiat ends in 1995, after 6 1810.6 19 32
which it is assumed to be equalfe. 7 1823.3 41 64
8 1833.9 60 116
9 1843.5 64 91
2. Cycle parameters determined from sunspot 10 18560 55 85
numbers 11 1867.2 57 101
12 1878.9 40 67

13 1889.6 57 96

2.1. Sunspot number datasets
14 1901.7 46 64

Monthly values of the Wolf sunspot numbedRz, are avail- 15 1913.6 59 109
able from 1749 onward and yearly values reach back to 1700. 16 1923.6 56 81
Monthly values oR; before 1749 can be estimated by interpola- 17 19338 77 123

18 1944.2 86 143
19 1954.3 105 186
20 1964.9 83 108

tion of yearlyR; values. The group sunspot numiiy extends
further back in time, to 1610, and is again interpolated tiob

monthly values when the dataset is incomplete. As deschlged 21 19765 100 154
[Usoskin (2008) and Hathaway (2010) the two datasets have dif 22 19868 92 156
ferent definitions and depend orflérent combinations of solar 23 1996.4 81 119
observations.

Figure[1 shows the two sunspot numbers over the period
from 1700 to 2010. After the 1870s they are nearly identicahe solar cycle. In this case it is important to consider thed
Since this covers the period of more detailed RGO sunspat datom different cycles at the same phase. We then look for cor-
the two data sets are almost equivalent for use in detergithin  rejations at a fixed phase through the cycle, where the cgcle i

empirical correlatic_)ns with the RGO data. We have (arb'l;r)a.r taken to begin and end at adjacent activity minima.
chosen to us&g. Differences however are to be expected in the

reconstructed sunspot group data prior to 1874, as will ba se . o
in Section 4. 3.1. Latitude distribution

The latitude distribution of sunspots is the clearest examp
2.2. Cycle parameters where itis necessary to consider the phase during the @enlly.
in the cycle sunspots appear at higher latitudes than latérei
On the basis of th&; data we define three parameters for eadycle.
cycle. Two of these parameters concern the strength of &cycl e break the time between adjacent minima into 30 equal
The first, Sy, is the maximum of the 12 month running mean obhases. For each cycle, we can then calculate the mean lati-
Re. The secondSy, is the sum oRg over the cycle. tude, A}, averaged over thié' phase bin. FigurEl2 shows for
We also need information as to the timing of the cycycles 12 to 20 as a function of the phase of the cycle. Because
cle, and for this we use the time of the solar minimian the cycles partially overlap, the first 3 phase bins near tie s
(Harvey & White, [ 1999), which we take from the NGDC weband the last 3 near the end of a cycle show a mixture of spots
site. These times and cycle strengths are listed in Table 1. from adjacent cycles. This mixture is of lower-latitude tpo
from the end of a cycle and higher-latitude spots from therbeg
. ning of the subsequent cycle. The average latitude duriegeth
3. Characteristics of sunspot group emergence initial and final phases is thusficult to interpret.
derived from the RGO sunspot data

. . 13 .
The phase averag® over all cycles defined ag Z Ay is

In this section we discuss the empirical relationships betw =,

the strength of the cycle given in Table 1 and the latitud®s, | \ye| fit by a second degree polynomial:

gitudes and areas of sunspot groups as recorded in the RGO

dataset. The RGO records cover the period from 1874 to 1976 A =264 - 34.2(i/30)+ 16.1(i/30)2 (1)

(cycles 12 to 20). The sunspot groups are considered ahties ti

of their maximum reported area. over the range & i < 27. The rms dierence between the fit
Correlations between the strength of the cycle and thatilt aand the mean latitudes is 0.3

gle of sunspot groups rely on the MWO and Kodaikanal data as As previously reported (Li et &l., 2003; Solanki et al., 208

discussed in Dasi-Espuig et al. (2010). Some properties, a8 there is a strong correlation between the strength of thie eyw

the average latitude at which sunspots emerge, vary thouighthe average latitudes of emergence. To evaluate this atioel
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Fig.2. Average latitude of sunspot groups affeient cycle £ fo £
phases. Colors indicate ftérent cycles (cycles 12-20). The j§* §° §°
thick red curve shows the polynomial fit given by Equatidrt¢l) " "
all cycles. The two vertical dotted lines indicate the timdeen e e e T
the overlapping of cycles stronglyfacts the average latitudes. Yeur i Yeor
Fig.4. Comparison of the mean latitudes of sunspot emergence
20 20 for cycles 12—-20 between the observation (black line, mgnth
g 18} : g 18} : average) and the fit (red line). The rms deviations (in degree
-:3 16} ] % 16} ] between observation and reconstruction are given exdajuitie
g1 /// s L ] first and the last two years of a cycle.
§ * r=0.92 é * r=0.94
:(2) 1 p=0.0057 | :z 1 p=0.0048 ]
"0 80 80 100 120 s0 80 120 10 200 distribution during phaseof cyclen. The upper panelin Figure
Cycle strength §, /100 Cycle strength S, B showsr, for cyclesn = 12—20. A tighter relationship is found

if we consider the ratio-!,/ A}, which is shown in the lower panel
Fig. 3. Correlation between cycle averaged latitudgand cycle of the same figure.
strength defined by the total sunspot numli&gy, (eft panel) and A second-order polynomial fit

the maximum sunspot numbe{, right panel), respectively. o' = (014 + 1.05(/30)— 0.78(/300)1 5)

matches the data well. In our semi-synthetic reconstrostioe
assume a Gaussian distribution with a half widthrgfand ex-
clude points deviating from the mean by more thet.2

we calculated the mean latitude of emergence as

1 27 )
=52 Z A )
= 3.3. Longitude distribution

Figure[3 shows the relation between the average latitagland . .
cycle strengths defined I, (left panel) andS,, (right panel). In  The emergence longitudes of sunspot groups is_known
both cases, a statistically significaptvalue< 0.05) correlation 10_be not entirely random (e.g.l Bumba & Howard, 1965;

codficient higher than 0.9 is found. The correlations betwggn Bal, U'Q-S-B ; Irh._ZQOB;_Zha‘.ng_dt al..2007).
and., (r=0.94) and betwee§,, and, (r=0.92) are similar. We Castenmiller et al 6) introduced the term ‘sunspot1és
hereafter focus o6,. The linear fit for thet, is given by describe the tendency for sunspots to appear near _where othe
spots. Up to 30% of the sunspot groups have previously been
An =122+ 0.022S,,. (3) foundto be associated with such nests.

. . . Our motivation for considering the longitudes distributis,
This observed correlation can be used with Equafion (2) {9 example, that the open flux of the Sun during activity max-

model the phase dependence of the mean latitude of emergepeeis gominated by the equatorial low order multipoles (see
for different cycles: e.g. [Cameron et al., 2010). The strengths of these multpole
A = (26.4-34.2(1/30)+ 16.1(/30P)(An/(An12-20)  (4) @nd the dipole in particular, depend on how randomly or sys-
tematically the sunspots appear in longitude. We therdfere
for 1 <i < 30 and wherg)1o 0 = 14.6° is the average latitude gin by considering the equatorial dipole moment of an indi-
of sunspot emergence over all the cycles. The fit to each &ycle/idual sunspot group. The first step is to convert the sunspot
shown in Figur€¥. The mean rms deviation between observatarea,A, in the RGO dataset into magnetic flux. Here we fol-

and reconstruction, excluding the first and last two yeaeach |ow lvan Ballegooijen et al. (1998) arid Baumann étlal. (2004)

cycle, is 1.33. and take the total flux of the group to be proportional to tteaar
of the active region (sunspot area and plage area)

3.2. Width of the latitude distribution Ar = A+ 414+ 21A - 0.0036A (6)

Sunspots emerge over a range of latitudes at any phase ofwhere all values are ipHem (Chapman et al., 1997). The equa-
cycle. We consider the standard deviatiofy, of the latitudinal torial dipole moment of the sunspot group is then assumed to
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Clearly, m depends on the sunspots which are included in the
—— T T — . sum as well as the directiah We definem(t, 7, ¢) to include in
14¢ - the sum all spots emerging between tihasdt + 7.

12 512 13 1415 /-' We are not able to reproduce the longitudes at which

sunspots have appeared from 1700 onwards or even those longi
tudes where nesting has occurred. Our aim is to obtaintitatis
information about the degree of nesting by measuring the de-
gree of non-randomness present in the RGO data. We do this by
creating three copies of the RGO records. In the first copyewe r
place the observed longitudes with randomly chosen lodgi&u
from a uniform distribution. We use the subscript notatiag,
for this dataset. The second copy has the longitudes of @S sp
changed so that they all appear at®the northern hemisphere
and 180 in the southern hemisphere. This choice maximizes the
equatorial magnetic dipole moment since sunspot groupp-in o
posite hemispheres have opposite polarity orientatioasdor-
dance with Hale’s law. We use the subscript notatigyy for
this dataset. The third copy retains the observed longitadel
uses the subscript notatiomys.

For a givent we measure the amount of nonrandomness,
c(r). We assume that the magnitude of the observed sunspot
dipole moment

Mobs(tv T) = m¢aX{ rnObS(L T ¢)} (10)

d', [deg]

.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Phase during a cycle

1.2
10F 12131415

-< 0.8
<

N [
o 0.6 A
0.4 A\
0.2}

0.0t I ] ] L ]
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 Mc(t, 7) = m¢a)‘{c(7)rrbrd(t’ 7) + [1 = c(@)]Mean(t, 7)} (11)

Phase during a cycle

is the magnitude of a linear combination of the random and or-
dered datasets

and seek the e} which minimizes the rms dlierences. Figuild 6
] o o . showsMgps, MianandM, for the example = 6 months. The dif-
F!g. 5_. Upper panel: _standard_dewatlof,] of the latitudinal dis-  ference betweeMops and Myan during activity maxima reflects
tribution of phase-binned latitudes for cycles 12-20. Tihe | tha amount of nesting, i.e., the nonrandom longitude distri
stiylei is the same as in Figuié 2. Lower panel: similar excedn The similarity of all the curves near the minima is asen
o/ Ay is shown. The thick red curve shows the polynomial i ence of the fact that, when there are few spot groups, tieey a
given by Equatior({5). automatically highly ordered. We show the dependence of ¢ on
7 in FigurelT.

For different studies the appropriate valuerafill vary. For
be proportional to the area of the grouis, multiplied by the irradiance studies =1 month would seem to be an appropriate
separation between the opposing polarities which we take tochoice because it is the instantaneous clustering of thepsit®
proportional toA'lQ/z, For a sunspot groupin the northern hemi- which is important. For surface flux transport simulations;
sphere and near the equator, with abea and central longitude 6 months is more relevant as this is approximatley the time it
#;, the axis of the equatorial dipole is orientated in the dicec takes for the emerging flux to be sheared Wfjedential rotation
¢j = 90°. The component of the dipole in the equatorial plane iSchrijver & Zwaan 0, p. 162).

directiong is thus proportional té\/ cos — ¢,). For a number

of sunspots groups in the northern hemisphere, the compong@. Area distribution

of the resulting dipole moment in the directigns proportional ) i , o
to In this section we consider the area distribution of sunspot

Z A3/2 oS — ¢:) @) groups based upon the RGO dataset. As previously stated, we
Rj 17 consider each group only at the time when it has its maximum
north recorded area. We begin by considering the area distribatio
Since the sunspot groups in the southern hemisphere havettigeentire dataset. We will then look at the partially rededees-
opposite polarity orientation, the corresponding commored tions of its dependence on the phase during the cycle andeon th
the dipole moment is proportional to latitudes at which the spots appear.

3/2
- Z AR{] Cosg — ¢j). (8) 3.4.1. Area distribution function
south
Figure[8 shows the number density function of sunspot group

Therefore dipole moment of all the spot groups from both herdreas. The behaviour is approximately a power law below
spheres is proportional to 300uHem with a turnover to an almost log-normal distribution
above (see also Zhang et al., 2010). There is a large rarage (fr

_ 3/2 ) 3/2 e 60 to 30QuHem) where both functional forms are good approx-
m= “Ccos “Ccos . 9
Z AR*' ¢ =91 Z AR*' ¢ =91 ©) imations to the data. The fits for the two sections of the csirve

north south
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Fig. 6. Time evolution of the proxy for the equatorial dipole mo¥ig. 8. Number density function of the group areas for each cycle
ment,M, during 1874-1976 for = 6 months. The random (blueof RGO area dataset. The two red dashed curves show the fits
curve), observed (black curve) and combined (red curve)atsodfrom Equations[(112) and{13).

for the longitude distribution of sunspot emergence arevsho

The value oft = 0.15 corresponds te = 6 months.
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Fig. 9. Mean sunspot group area for cycles 12—20. The red curve
is the fit given by Equatiori{14).

Fig. 7. Degree of non-randomness, ¢, as a function of the pe-

riod over which we take the sunspotsError bars represent the

standard deviation resulting from 20 sets of random lormigitu

to obtainMran. 3.4.2. Cycle phase dependence of area distribution

We next consider dependence on the cycle phase and latitude o
the area distribution. For the phase-of-cycle dependercess
are the same type of analysis as in Secfiod 3.1. Fifilire 9 shows the
n(A) = 0.3A for A < 300uHem (12) area distribution for dferent cycles as a function of the phase

1 <i < 30. The average value over all cycles can be fitted by the

and second degree polynomial

A = 115+ 396(/30)— 426(/30) (14)

n(A) = 0.003 expfF =———(In A — In 45y for A > 60uHem

(13)
The diferences between the two fits are mainly in the Thereis also a (possibly related) dependence of the areas on
tails, which is a partial explanation of why both logdatitude. Figuré&Tl0 shows the number density function opon
normal and power-law distributions have been reported group areas for 5 degree binned latitudes. Even after averag

2I3

the past (see, e.g.| Bogdanetal., 1988; Harvey & Zwaahg data in this way there is still some scatter apparentidéta.
[1993; |Baumann & Solarki, 2005; Harvey & Zwaan, 1993The relative scatter can, which can be judged from the eitu

\Schrijver & Harvey, 1994). We also comment that we are hete-latitude variation in the plot, increases with area faclelat-
considering the sunspot group areas from the RGO recordfwhitude bin. This is because there are relatively few largesgat
includes both the umbral and penumbral area but excludes greups. The figure also indicates that large sunspots racelyr
area of the plage. This also partially explains why our itssulat low (< 5) latitudes. This partly reflects the phase dependence
can difer from those of previous authors. of the area distribution.
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3.5. Tilt angle distribution

100 T T T T ]
Joy’s law [Hale et dll, 1919) states that the line joiningdba- E R/201 N : ]
tres of the positive and negative polarities of sunspot gsou sop o * N ]
is systematically tilted with respect to the East-West cion. 60k b
Recently, Dasi-Espuig etlal. (2010) found that the tilt @sghf :
sunspot groups, obtained from the Mount Wilson Observatory 40F
and from Kodaikanal observations, show a cycle-to-cyche va ;
ation. They further showed that the average tilt angle isaneg 20¢F
tively correlated with the strength of the cycle, i.e. tHedn- 0

gles tend to be smaller for stronger cycles. Incorporatirey t
cycle-dependent tilt angles of sunspot groups in a surface fl
transport model, Cameron et al. (2010) reproduced the empir
cally derived time evolution of the solar open magnetic flog a
the reversal times of the polar fields from 1913 to 1986 (cycl
15-21), here we consider only the time period covered by t
RGO data and hence omit cycle 21 from our analysis. The p
cise dependence of the tilt angle on latitude is uncertathian
seems that a square root profile matches the data somewhat bet
ter than the usually assumed linear relationship. In thigepa
as in CJSS10, we consider the square root prafile: T, V4],
whereaq, is the average tilt angle anig, is the constant of pro-
portionality for cyclen.

For each cycle we determin€l, in a similar way as in
IDasi-Espuig et al! (2010) and Cameron étlal. (2010). Figidre 4. Reconstruction of sunspot group emergence
shows the correlation between cycle strerfgifandT,. The cor-
relation codficient forSy, is 0.81, slightly higher than that &,
which is 0.78. Under either definition, the cycle strengtt @p
are significantly correlated(< 0.05). The linear fit betweeS8,
andT is

1920 1940 1960

Year

1880 1900

gig. 12. A comparison of the number of sunspot groups appear-
fhe each month in the RGO dafssg, (black curve) and fit based
\ponRe (red dashed curve).

matches the data well. We use this fit to reconstruct the numbe
of sunspot groups appearing each month from 1700 onwards.

Our goal is to reconstruct sunspot group emergence baclk® 17
based solely on sunspot numbers. For that we use the derived
relationships between sunspot groups (mean latitudeydati
width, longitude distribution, area distribution and @hgles)

_ _ and activity indices (sunspot numbers, strength, and pifake
n = 1.73-0.003%, (15) cycles) to estimate the spatial and temporal propertiemefg-
ing sunspot groups. Since the relationships we have deaikeed
only in terms of correlations, our models have a random cempo
nent. For the latitudes and areas we draw from random popula-
Our aim in this paper is to construct semi-synthetic sunsp&ns which have the relevant distributions set out in trejmus
group records, based d®; and Rz, with similar statistics to Sections.
those of the RGO data. We have usglto determine strength Implicit in such a reconstruction is the assumption that the
of each cycle and have found correlations which allow us ttynamo has operated in a similar way from 1700 onwards.
construct synthetic latitudes, longitudes, areas andriifies for The very limited records of observations during the earlier
each spot group. We here determine how many sunspot groppst of the 18th century indicate that some of the early cy-
should appear each month to make the semi-synthetic recoles might be anomalous in having stronger activity near the
have similar statstics as the RGO dataset. For the pericetedv equator than those of the better observed later cycles ézg.
by the RGO records, the monthly number should be approiibes & Nesme-Ribes, 1998; Arlt, 2009). This could indicate
mately the same as the number of groups in the RGO datadleit the dynamo was operating in a not purely dipole mode dur-
Nsg. We have found that the fRz/2.1, shown in Figuré_12, ing this period.

3.6. Number of sunspot groups as a function of time
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Fig.13. A comparison of observed (upper panel) and semi-
synthetic (lower panel) butterfly diagrams for the years4t87

5010 Fig. 15. Semi-synthetic butterfly diagram for the years 1700—

1874 usind=s (upper panel) an&; (lower panel).
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§ 0 ;"N : ? : -x&i_}‘}ﬁ structed withR; (blue curves) an®Rs (red curves).
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1954 1956 1958 1960 1962 1964 have substantial ffierences whichféect the reconstructed but-
Yeor terfly diagrams. Figurie_15 shows the reconstructed buttdifly

gram during 1700-1874 witRg and Rz, respectively. It will

e very interesting to compare both semi-synthetic bugtelifl

ams with those being obtained|by Arlt & Abdolvand (2010).

comment that there is no reason emerging from this study to

prefer one data set over the other.

To give another indication of the fikerences in the recon-
structions based dRs andR; Figure 16 shows the reconstructed
mean latitudes during 1700-1874. Thé&elient cycle strengths
4.1. A semi-synthetic butterfly diagram covering 1874-2010  derived from the two sets of sunspot numbers produce snfall di

ferences which dier in strength from cycle to cycle. The extent
We first present an example semi-synthetic butterfly diagoam to which these dferences fiect the results of surface flux trans-
the period from the start of the RGO records to 2010. Thisaalo port simulations and the open flux calculated therefrom kgl
us to directly compare the semi-synthetic and observeetiytt investigated in Paper |I.
diagrams in Figurg13. As expected, the two diagrams havie sim
lar appearances. A more detailed comparison of the weakédst a
strongest cycles is shown in Figlird 14. Again the observed a8 conclusions
semi-synthetic butterfly wings look similar. This validatthe
use of the semi-synthetic reconstruction for periods when Wsing the group sunspot numb&; and RGO, MWO and
only have the sunspot numbers. Kodaikanal data sets, we studied the phase dependencedad cy
dependence of latitude, area and tilt angle distributi@perties
of sunspot group emergence. The main correlations found are

1. The mean latitude at which sunspots emerge can be mod-
eled using a second order polynomial of cycle phase.

The semi-synthetic model shown in Figure$ 13[add 14 was based2. Strong cycles have a higher mean latitude for sunspot
on the group sunspot numb&s. Prior to 1874R; and Rz emergence (Figuid 3).

Fig.14. Comparison of butterfly diagrams from observatioﬁ
(above the horizontal dashed lines) and reconstructiolovibe
the dashed lines) for the weakest cycle 14 (upper panel) a&%
the strongest cycle 19 (lower panel), both for the northemih
sphere. The area of the sunspot groups is indicated by thesco
and sizes of circles.

4.2. Comparison of reconstructions using Rg and Rz during
1700-1874
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3. The ratio of the latitudinal range over which sunspot
groups emerge and the average latitude of emergence varges a
function of cycle phase (Figuié 5).

4. The distribution of sunspot areas is similar for all cgcle
(Figure3).

5. The size distribution is a power-law for small sunspot$ an
obeys a log-normal profile for large sunspots (Fidure 8).

6. During cycle maxima sunspots are, in the mean, larger
(Figurel9).

7. Sunspot nests are important, especially during cycle max
imum phases (Figure 6).

We have modeled and used the correlations to construct
semi-synthetic butterfly diagrams extending back to 1700s T
reconstruction will be useful in modeling the large-scalas
magnetic field over this period.
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