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ABSTRACT

A collection of the best solar and laboratory spectra in thi¢ X-rays is used here to perform a preliminary benchmarkhia
wavelength region, by comparing observed vs. predicteceleagths and calibrated solar irradiances. The benchnoatksés on
the Fax — Fexiv ions, for which we have recently calculated the relevaninétadata, however a few other ions have also been
benchmarked. The iron ions are dominating the soft X-ragsjdver a large fraction of the strongest soft X-ray lines ttua =

4 — n = 3 transitions were previously unidentified. The strongemtditions are all identified here, in particular the dedagm

the core-excited levels (3s'3gs,| = 5,4,3,2,1 for F&, Fexi, Fexn, Fexm, and Fexv respectively) which are the strongest soft
X-ray transitions from these ions. Many new identificati@ns proposed, some only tentatively. Good agreement instefraolar
irradiances between the soft-Xray and EUV<£ 3 — n = 3) transitions is found, confirming the reliability of theméarge-scale
calculations. Some of the new atomic data and identificatame particularly important for the Solar Dynamic Obsema(SDO)
Atmospheric Imaging Assembly (AIA) 94 A band.
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1. Introduction on EBIT laboratory measurements and unpublished distorted
wave (DW) calculations. Liang & Zhao (2010) discussedxFe
The soft X-ray (50-170 A) spectrum is richin= 4 - n =3 _ Fexvi emission lines using DW calculations obtained with the
transitions from highly ionised iron ions, from Fa to Fexvi  Flexible Atomic Code (FAC) and Chandra LETG observations
see, e.d. Fawcett etlal. 1972, Manson 1972,land Behring et@dlProcyon. However, various problems with this work haverbe
). Various current missions are routinely observing thound. First, almost all of their identifications were eitipeevi-
soft X-rays. For example, Chandra with the LETG, and thgusly known or are at odds with the present results. Secargg |
Solar Dynamic Observatory (SDO) with a suite of instrumentgiscrepancies between observed and predicted line fluxes we
The SDO Extreme ultraviolet Variability Experiment (EVE)present. Third, the Procyon spectra were poor in terms oBsig
(Woods et all 2012) has been providing soft X-ray irradianc@nd spectral resolution, when compared to the solar speséc
long-ward of 60 A, while the Atmospheric Imaging Assemblyn the present benchmark.
(AIA, seelLemen et al. 2012) has been observing, for the first Recently] Testa et All (2012) also used Chandra LETG ob-
time routinely, the solar corona in two broad-bands cenimed servations of Procyon to benchmark CHIANTI V{6 (Dere ét al.
the soft X-rays, around 94 and 131 A. [1997,[2009) data, however no atomic data for the FeFexiv
Very little atomic data were available in the soft X-raydvere available, with the exception of old (and incorrect) DW
and the majority of the spectral lines still await firm iddiati Scattering calculations for ke
cation. Within the APAP network (www.apap-network.org w __ ThiS paper is one in a series (see Del Zannalet al. 2004, here-
are carrying out a long-term project for calculating acteira@fter Paper 1) that aims to provide an assessment of atortac da
atomic data for the soft X-rays. We started with thevire- Needed for the analysis of astrophysical spectra by benama
Fexiv iron ions. The atomic data for Fer and Fax have re- Ing them against all available experimental data. The agro
cently been discussed(in O’Dwyer et al. (2012), where new Di# Observation-based, i.e. focuses on the brightest spdictes
calculations for these two ions were presented. The maib-prghat are observed in astrophysical spectra. The paper @&erg
lems related to calculating accurate atomic data forrthe 4 iS€d as follows. In Sect. 2, we give a brief review of previous
levels are discussed in_Del Zanna et al. (2012b), where néRservations we used for the benchmark. In Sect. 3 we present
large-scale R-matrix atomic calculations forsFleave been pre- OUr results and in Sect. 4 we reach our conclusions.
sented. A similar work on Fea, Fexmn, and Fexn has been pre-
s[,)eer:tgadr:na & Storey[(2012b). New atomic data for%%ﬂ%). Previous observations and line identifications
Fexvi have also recently been calculated with the R-matrihe pest soft X-ray spectra of the Sun in terms of radiomet-
method by Liang et all (2010) and Liang et al. (2009). ric calibration are currently provided by the SDO EVE spec-
It is therefore now possible to provide the first benchirometers. The SDO EVE spectra are calibrated with the use
mark study for the soft X-rays for these iron ions, based @f sounding rockets that carry copies of the flight instrutegn
accurate atomic calculations. Previously, Lepsonlet 022 which in turn are carefully calibrated before and after effight
provided some tentative identifications for fie— Fex based against a standard source. On 2008 April 14, a prototypeeof th
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EVE instrument was flown (hereafter PEVE). It provided athe 60-100 A region, while the MH73 are largely overestirdate
excellent EUV spectrum of the guiet Sun (Woods &t al. 2008s shown in FigJ1. The M72 irradiances have been obtained by
[Chamberlin et al. 2009; Del Zanna etlal. 2010) that we use he@nvolving the published intensities and putting them dhto
for the benchmark. The F10.7 radio flux on that day was only 6BEVE resolution. The large flierence in the MH73 irradiances
Indeed during the previous extended minimum the solar @romave nothing to do with the fact that the Sun was more active,
was very quiet (Del Zanna & Andretta 2011). One drawback decause they are present even in cool lines, which haveasimil
the EVE spectra is the low spectral resolution (about 1 Aygee irradiances independently of the solar conditions. We hiaenee-
the majority of the lines are blended. fore recalibrated the MH73 spectrum to agree with the PEVE

Very few solar soft X-ray high-resolution spectra exist, aPne. Obviously, in various spectral regions where ‘hog$rare
being obtained with rocket flights in the 1960’s and obser@resent, some disagreement is present. A few of these recali
ing the Sun as a star. As discussedj_in_D_e_LZanna]dLaL_I(ZOl@)@ted MH73 line irradiances are used for the present bench-
Del Zanna & Andretial (2011), there is now good evidence th&ark.
the basal quiet Sun irradiances in lines formed at or below 1 The M72 irradiances above 100 A are slowly decreasing
MK are relatively unchanged across solar cycles. Also, ithat when compared to the PEVE ones, an indication of an incorrect
radiances during solar minimum conditions are similar fibr d calibration towards the longer wavelengths. We have toegef
ferent cycles. Hence, it is reasonable to compare irrad®o€ also recalibrated the M72 quiet Sun spectrum above 100 A.
the quiet Sun obtained overftlrent periods. So we occasion-
ally use the PEVE irradiances (obtained by fitting the o@gin
spectra) in conjunction with the quiet Sun irradiances ohbtah

) [hereafter M72] for the present benchmark. o ‘PE\{E h M72, * MH,BN

M72 provided an excellent list of calibrated soft X-ray #ra
diances observed in quiet and active conditions in the 30413
range. The quiet Sun spectrum was obtained on 1965 November 4
3, when the F10.7 flux was 80.6. The active Sun spectrum was.
obtained on 1967 August 8, when the F10.7 flux was 143.4,i.e5
when the Sun was relatively active. The spectral resolwtias ", 3
moderate, about 0.23 A (FWHM) for the quiet Sun, and 0.16 A~
for the active Sun observation.

Behring et al.[(1972) [hereafter Be72] published a line list 5 2

from a spectrum obtained with a spectrograph built at the > 1 A
Goddard Space Flight Center and flown on an Aerobee 15( A } boA k
rocket flight on 1969 May 16. On that day, the F10.7 flux was  1F '\*\ . \ h\ ! ;‘ T ‘
159.4, i.e. the Sun was moderately active, as in the active Su ‘ \b y - ‘
M72 observation. The instrument observed the entire Sun in i N
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the 60-385 A region with high-resolution (0.06 A). To datee t o) S
Be72 spectrum is the best in terms of spectral resolution and 80 .
wavelength accuracy for the strongest lines in the Softyéra Wavelength [ A ]
Unfortunately, only approximate intensities were prodde

Malinovsky & Herouk (19783) [hereafter MH73] presentedig- 1. A comparis_on between_the soft X-ray irradianc_es of
an integrated-Sun spectrum covering the 50-300 A range with VE (black thin line), M72 (thicker blue) and MH73 (thicker

a medium resolution (0.25 A), taken with a grazing-inciden(fed)'
spectrometer flown on a rocket on 1969 April 4, when the F10.7
flux was 177.3, i.e. when the Sun was ‘active’. The spectrusywa ) ) )
photometrically calibrated, and still, quite surprisingtepre- Acton et al. (1985) [hereafter A85] published a high-qualit
sent the best available spectrum in the EUV (150-300) A rang@!ar spectrum recorded on photographic film during a rocket
The tables provided by MH73 were not complete, so we hay|ght: 2 minutes after the GOES X-ray peak emission of an M1-
scanned their spectra to provide additional informatiarvai- ¢SS flare. The spectrum was calibrated, and provided aiecur
ous wavelengths, the MH73 resolution was better than M7&. Thne intensities, although the sensitivity dropped abové7The
spectra have been wavelength and flux calibrated, matcheng $Pectral resolution was excellent, clearly resolving dirmely
MH73 published intensities. 0.04 A apart.

The MH73 irradiances were used by Malinovsky étal. The identification of the iron soft X-rays = 4 — n = 3
(1980) to benchmark their Reatomic calculations. The re- transitions started with the pioneering (and to date bestkw
sults were discouraging, with the ratios of the soft X-raythe by Edlén in the 1930's (see elg. Ed 37a onx)F&dlén
EUV lines being largely (by more than a factor of two) undemwork was extended to the iron <& 4l (I =s,p,d,f) levels by
predicted by theory. The actual atomic calculations wecerin the fundamental laboratory work lof Fawcett et al. (1972y¢he
rect, however, as pointed outlin Del Zanna etlal. (2012b)o Alsafter Fawcett]. It is important to keep in mind that only kne
it turns out that the line irradiances were incorrect. A denpwith strong oscillator strengths were identified, that sodes-
direct comparison of the published irradiances by MH73 arifications were tentative, and that a large number of limes i
M72 clearly shows a discrepancy of about a factor of two #te spectra were left unidentified. We have re-analysed sime
various wavelengths. Various comparisons with the quiet S&awcett's plates as part of a larger project to sort out tkeatiel
PEVE spectrum have been done, by taking into account the di€ations in the soft X-ray spectrum. They have been used here
ferences in spectral resolution. It is clear that the M72dadis for the benchmark. Each plate has been scanned, averagespec
brated irradiances in excellent agreement with the PEVE one obtained and wavelength-calibrated.
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3. Summary of the main results A85 identified a relatively large number of Mgin the so-
. ) N lar flare spectrum, however the benchmark has shown that a

In order to assess how well experimental intensities compa&rge number of those identifications are not correct [Bigog)
with the predicted ones, we use the ‘emissivity ratio CUfVBs  shows the emissivity ratio curves relative to the mainiMines
troduced in Paper |. These curves are obtained by dividiag thnd the A85 observation. The curves are plotted as a funafion
observed intensities of the lines with their predicted emit/ temperature because they have very little density seitgifir
as a function of the electron density (or temperature)utated the solar corona.
at a fixed temperature (or density), and normalised to 1. The The 71.91 A line cannot be due to Nigas reported by A85.
crossing (or small spreading around 1) of the curves ineIicarBy assuming that the strongest Mgtransition at 72.30 A is
agreement between observed and predicted line intensities unblended, the 3-11 2s 3p,—2s 3$%S; at 71.90 A should only

The presentbenchmarkis aimed at identifying the main tragccount for about 15% of the observed intensity, as shown in
sitions in some of the iron ions for which we have calculated n Fig. (2. Similarly, the 4-11 2s 2pP,—2s 3s3S; transition can

atomic data, however it was necessary to benchmark also a feWqynt only about 25% of the observed intensity at 72.02 A

other ions, to assess blending in the iron lines. by A85. Many of the Mgx are blended at the M72 resolution,
however the two strongest lines, the 72.30 and 77.73 A Ines,
3.1. Mg ix not appear to be blended with\8ir and Nax as listed in A85.

Excellent agreement between the M72 quiet Sun irradiances
The atomic data for Mg as calculated by Del Zanna ei aland the PEVE irradiance of the resonance 368 A line is found
(2008) with the R-matrix method have been used hergig.[2 below), for a very reasonable electron temperaturerad
These APAP data are available within CHIANTI version 7 MK. The PEVE measurementhas been corrected for theiMg
(Dere et all 1997; Landi et al. 2012). The identificationscare  contribution, estimated from the SOHATDS irradiances where

tolSoderquist (1944). the lines are resolvel (Del Zanna & Andr&tta 2011).
Acton et al. (1985) Mg IX Log Ne [cm™®]=10.00 3.2. Mgx
5 1: Ap=72.3 A (5-20 'P,-"D,) (not bl Si VIll) 1,,=66.0
] 21 Ap=77.73 A (5-12 'P,='S;) (not bl Na IX) 15,=54.0
] 3: Ap=62.75 A (1-13 'S;="P,) 1,,=39.0 37
4 4: A, =67.24 A (4=19 *P,—"Dy) 1,=42.0 Act?m et 0‘1 (1985) n Mg X L‘og Ne [CW ]7WO'O,O
] 5: Ay=72.02 A (4-11 °P,=7S,) (bl) 0.25xl,,=10.2 5 1: Ap=63.3 A (3-8 2Py /;="D5/,+3~7 P3/;="Dy3/5) 16=171.0
] 6: A,=67.15 A (3-18 P,=°D,) (bl Fe XIV) 0.6xl,=10.2 ] 2: Apy=57.88 A (1-6 7S, ,,—%P;/;) 1,,2=107.0
7: Ap=71.91 A (3=11 °P,=3S,) (bl Fe XIV) 0.15xI,=7.2 ] 3: Ap=63.16 A (2-7 %P, ;,—-7D;;) (b1?) 1,,=93.0
2 34 44 4: A,=65.84 A (3-4 Py,,~7S, ;) 1,,=97.0
2 ] 5: Ap=57.92 A (1-5 7S, ;,=%P, ;) 1,,=54.0
> 1.3 6: N;p=65.66 A (2-4 %P, ,=7S, ) 1,,=49.0
= i s 7: Agp=47.32 A (3-13 P;,,~?D55) 15,=23.0
g 2 A 2 ,g 34 D Ap=44.02 A (1-11 73, ,=2Py ;) (bl Si XIl) 0.1xI,,=13.8
€ 16 2
w 15 >
] E
14 S7 g 2
46 u
] 12,
04 T T T T , 1
5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 1,
Log T [K] ¢
. - 0 1
quiet Sun — Mg IX Log Ne [cm 3]‘:8.00 ‘ i i i i '
ST Nep=72.36 A (5-20 'P,='D,) I,,=5.1 2.8 6.0 B’ZL T 1K 6.4 6.6 6.8
12: A,=77.8 A (5-12 'P,="Sy) (bl ) 1,,=6.3 og T [K]
1 3t Ap=62.75 {x (1-13 'Se="P;+1-15 'Sg="P,) 1,,=4.5
414 Aa=67.17 A (4-19 P,="D5+3-18 %P, ~"D;) (bl) I,,=3.4 Fig. 3. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main Mdines and
150 Ap=71.94 A (4=11 3,35, 4311 %P,=%) (bl Fe XIV) 0.3xl,=1.2 -
1 6: A;,=368 A (1-5 'S,—'P,) PEVE 1,,=607.0 the A85 solar flare observation.
o ]
5 343 s
°Y The excitation rates for Mg as calculated by Zhang etlal.
= 9, (1990) and available within CHIANTI have been used here. The
LIPS identifications are due to Feldman et al. (1970). The benckma
wo s of this simple ion is straightforward. The identificationsop
] vided by A85 are confirmed, and excellent agreement between
138 § observed and predicted intensities is found, as shown irf3-i
4 4 .
] 2 The curves are plotted as a function of temperature because
] T they have no density sensitivity for the solar corona. Agreset
O T T T T 1 . . . . . .
58 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 within a few percent is obtained by assuming an isothernnad te
Log T [K] perature of logl'[K] =6.2. Only the weaker 1-11 44.05 A line is

L . ) ) ) blended with a stronger $i
Fig.2. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main Mglines

and the solar flare (A85) and quiet Sun (M72, PEVE) observa-

tions. Aop indicates the observed wavelength (&), indicates 3-3- F&xv

the observed intensity, sometimes reduced by the amount infhe identifications of the Fevi lines are due th Edleh (1936b).
cated. (bl) indicates the presence of a blend. The benchmark for this ion is straightforward. The A85 spec-
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A85 + S90 — Fe XVI Log Ne [cm™’]=9.00 3.4. Fexv
S T 15 Ay=63.72 A (3-6 2P5,=7S, /) 1=352.0 ) ) o )
] : Aam62.88 & (26 ,,75,) 1=1960 The first identifications of the Fev lines are due td_Edlén
1. T At e Ly ) (19364). Fawcett identified several new transitions. Later
N Nw=66.25 A (411 0,1-76,y) 1=2210 [Cowan & Widing (1978) revised a few of Fawcett's iden-
I e ot oy (1) Sm367 tifications and suggested a few tentative ones. Aside from
2 4] N\ e a and Fawcett, accurate wavelengths are biyen
B 37 v : A
] ), where a list of lines observed in laborato
N spectra along the sequence is provided.
229 2 Various calculations for this ion exist in the literature.
W [Bhatia et al. [(1997) performed a scattering calculationtthis
] 456 ion complementing a DW run, and compared predicted line in-
L 2 tensities with those observed by A85. As in thexkFecase,
] large electron temperatures (abovel@i§] =6.7) were obtained.
0] , , , , , Keenan et &l.. (2006) used the Aggarwal etal. (2003) R-matrix
6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0 calculations to find relat_ively _g_ood agreement between pre-
Log T [K] dicted and observed A85 intensities at a much lower temperat
AB5 + 109 — Fe XVI Log Ne [cm™*]=9.00 (logT[K] =6.3). . _ .
5 T A63.72 A (326 %, %5, ) 1n=3520 Here, we use the atomic data available within CHIANTI v.7.
] 2 A,=62.88 2 g:?z’fjgrjﬁgﬁ lemtoe0 ) 1z2800 The atomic data for the maim= 4 levels are from the R-matrix
45 4 x:::54:72 A (3-10 szz—le//i) \ubzzass.g S calculations OLB_QLLmQIQD_eIhL_(.ZQOE)), while those foe tle-
{4 TheTser Rl Dyt o220 mainingn = 4 levels are from the DW calculations lof Landi
L 7 A 768 A (47 70 2P nesso " M): Tab_IeEll lists the relative_ i_ntensiti_es of the brig_#msoft
531 X-ray lines in Fexv, at two densities, typical of the quiet solar
> ] corona and of laboratory spectra.
R
é 24
W Acton et al. (1985) — Fe XV Log Ne [cm™*]=10.00
5 1: Ap=69.65 A (5-37) 1,=256.0
24 ] 2: Ny=73.47 A (14-53) 1,,=123.0
1 193 ] 3: Ay=59.4 A (5-45) |,=85.0
] 4: A,=52.91 A (1-41) 1,,=66.0
4 5: Ap=63.97 A (7-53) 1,=21.0
] ] 6: Np=46.3 A (5-93) (bl Si XI) 0.4xl,,=22.0
0 ] , , , , . ] 7: Ap=70.05 A (13-52) (bl ) 0.6x,,=37.2
o ] 8: Ap=43.75 A (5-113) (bl Si XI) 0.15xl,,=13.5
6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0 = 33 9: A,=56.17 A (4—44) (bl ) 0.4xl,,=18.4
Log T [K] °cv°qs8 10: A,,=69.98 A (12-51) (bl ) 0.5xl,,=14.0
1 24¢ 11: Ay=53.11 A (1-39) (bl ) 0.3x1,,=9.3
. . . . ) *? 13 12: 2,,=69.93 A §H—52})((b\)) O.;x\ob:12.0
Fig.4. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main ke 2,1 $ 13: N;=82.76 A (13-40) (bl) 0.3x1,,=19.2
lines and the A85 solar flare observation. Top: using the E ° i
mpson [.(1990) atomic data. Bottom: using the APA® dat ]
trum is excellent for benchmarking the main lines from tbis, i 03 . . . . ,
because these lines are very strong and well resolved. 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0

[Sampson et al (1900) performed relativistic DW calcula- Log T K]
Carille ot 2l (1387) later performed & Simiar DW caloular%S: ETISSiiy rato curves relative to the main Felines
tion, and pointed out the possible use of thexfelines '
to measure electron temperatures. However, very largeesalu ) )
(above loJ [K]=6.7) were obtained for the A85 observation. The A85 solar flare spectrum is excellent for benchmarking
Various R-matrix calculations have later been done. Fomexathe main lines from this ion, because these lines are strodg a
p|e, Aggarwal & Keendd_(lo_o6) perfomed a calculation with thWe" re-SOIVed. The emiSSiVity ratiq curves I’e|ative_ to thaim
Dirac Atomic R-matrix Code (DARC). These data were usegexv_lines and the A85 observation are shown in Fij. 5. As
by [Keenan et al[ (2007) to show that reasonable agreemen 1.(2006) pointed out, some line ratios are seasit
the A85 data was present, although they did not discuss #Rethe electron density, while others to temperature. Antbieg
temperature sensitivity of these lines. To show the largiedi lines considered here, lines no.7 and 9 (70.05 and 56.176}) ar
ences between DW and R-matrix calculations for this ion, wibe only ones sensitive to density, so the emissivity cuares
plot in Fig.[Z the emissivity ratio curves obtained with the/D plotted as a function of temperature, for a density appteia
I.(1990) data and the latest R-matrix caloukati the A85 flare.
(within APAP) by[Liang et al.[(2009). The curves in Fig. 4 are Excellent agreement is found for the four strongest lines,
plotted as a function of temperature because they have rsitgerwhile the others appear blended. A significant discrepascy i
sensitivity for the solar corona. The large discrepanaiestagh  present for the 63.97 A line (no.5 in F(d. 5), indicating agies
temperatures are obvious when the DW data are consideredplasproblem with thé Land 1) data. Overall, the resaits
Fig.[4 (top) shows. On the other hand, relatively good agesem slightly different than those presented|by Keenanlet al. (2006).
is obtained with the R-matrix calculations (Fig. 4 bottomp The strongest transition, the 5-37 3s'8p—3s 4s'S,, was only
significant temperature sensitivity is present. tentatively identified by Cowan & Widing (1973), based on the
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Table 1. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines-exv.

i—j Levels Int Int gf Aji(s™) Aexp(B) An(A) New
1.0x10° 1.0x10%
5-37 3s 3pP—-3s 48!S, 1.0 5.1x10°2 0.16 2.%10'"" 69.66 (? CW73) 69.93 (0.3) 69.661 (K97)

14-53  3s 3dD,-3s 4f'F; 036  2.4102 345  6.x10"  73.50 (CW73) 73.82(0.3)

5-45  3s3pgP,-3s4d'D, 028  1.&102  0.64  2.4101 59.404 (F72) 59.63 (0.2)

1-41  381S,-3s 4p'P, 020  1.4102 029  2.%104 52.911 (E36) 52.96 (0.1)

7-53 3B D,—3s 4f'F, 012  8Kk10°  0.89  2.k10" 63.96(? CW73) 63.95(-0.0) 63.961 (K97)
5-93  3s3PgP,-3s5s'S, 7.6x102 3.9x10° 4.5x102 1.4x10% - 46.28 2 46.30 (bl)
13-52  3s3dDs;-3s 4f°F, 6.2x102 8.0x102 581  8.%10M 70.054 (E36)  70.17 (0.1)

5-113  3s3pP,-3s5d'D, 4.6x102 3.0x10° 027  1.&10 - 43.78 2 43.75 (bl)
12-51  3s3dD,-3s 4F; 4.2%102 55x<102 401  7.&10" 69.987 (E36) 70.11(0.1)

11-50  3s3dD,-3s 4F, 3.3x102 3.7x102 270  7.%10“ 69.945 (E36)  70.07 (0.1)

4-44  3s3PP—3s4d®D; 3.2%102 4.3x102 143  4.%101 56.200 (E36)  56.22 (0.0)

7-41 33 1D,-3s4p'P,  3.1x102 2.2x10° 9.3x102 3.6x10° 75.167 (E36) 75.31(0.1)

14-117 3s3dD,—3s 5f'F; 2.9x102% 2.2x10° 0.60 2. 101 - 52.35 ?52.36
13-40  3s3dD3;-3s4p’P, 2.8x102 8.0x10°2 0.30 5.%10% - 82.98 2 82.750 (K97)
1-39 38 15,-3s 4p°P; 2.6x102 3.4x10°2 0.12 9.%10 - 53.17 ?53.11 (bl)

Notes. The relative line intensities (photonis)t = N;A;i/N. were calculated at loglNcm3]=8,19 and lodT ¢ [K] = 6.3. The lines are ordered with
decreasing intensity. The oscillator strengths and tt@ansprobabilities are shown. The last three columns shanettperimental wavelengths
Aexp(A), when known, the target wavelengthg(A), with their difference in parenthesis, and finally the new wavelengths peapbere. We also
add next to the experimental wavelength the reference (E8&n 1936a; F72: Fawcett efal. 1872; CW73: Cowan & Widigg3). A question

mark indicates a tentative identification.

fact that the 69.66 A line becomes one of the strongest linescted for a 10% contribution from Mg as discussed previ-

in the soft X-rays in solar flare conditions. The identificati ously) is in excellent agreement with that of the 70.61 A Jine
was confirmed by Bhatia etlal. (1997). Kink et al. (1997) praat log N. [cm~3]=9.8. Good agreement is also found with the
vides a wavelength of 69.661 A. We also confirm the other ten2—148 32 3d 2Ds,—3% 4f 2F,, 76.15 A line as FigJ6 shows.
tative identification by Cowan & Widing (1973) for the line atThe intensities measured by M72 for the active Sun also con-
63.96 A. For the other strongest lines, we confirm the idesatifi firm the identification. The second decay from the 3s 3fR4s
tions byl EdIeh[(1936a) and Fawcett. Table 1 also provides sés the weaker (and blended) 8—136 transition, observed b§ M7
eral tentative identifications proposed here. Keenan/ ¢2@06) at 75.46 A. Be72 reports a wavelength of 75.469 A, in excel-
proposed the identification of the 82.76 A line as tha¥&3— lent agreement with what predicted from the wavelength ef th
40 transition, however the CHIANTI model suggests that ony-136 line (75.471 A).

30% of the line is due to Fev. The strongest decays from the 3s 3p 4d (see 4-179 and 5—
184 in Table) are tentatively identified here with the linds o
35 Fexv served by A85 at 58.79 and 58.96 A. The two main decays from

the 3¢ 4d (1-137 and 2-138) were identified[by Edién (1936a).

The atomic data for Fav have recently been calculated bylf the identifications are correct, the first would be a sddfriol
[Liang et al. (2010) within the APAP network, and are used herand the second severely blended in the A85 spectrum.
Table[2 lists the relative intensities of the brightest St The two main decays (11-122 and 12-125) from thé 3s
ray lines in Feav, at two densities, typical of the quiet so-4p 2Py, 3/, levels were identified by Fawcett at 91.273 and
lar corona and of laboratory spectra. The identificationthef 91 009 A respectively. The first is predicted to be the third
sof X-ray lines are from Fawcett. Most of the lines identifiegtrongest Ferv solar soft X-ray line. In the M72 and MH73
by Fawcett are very close (within 0.3 A) to the target wavespectra of the quiet Sun there are no strong lines at this-wave
lengths. For example, the strongest decay from tRel8ss the |ength. Furthermore, the 91.273 A wavelength is at oddsAp.7
2-101 38 3p?P3,—3¢ 4s”Sy» transition, at a target wavelengthyith the predicted one. The identification is therefore meot.
of 70.56 A, and identified by Fawcett with the 70.61 A lineThe only line that matches well the predicted intensity aadav
However, some are unidentified and some have large dep&rtukgngth is the solar line at 93.61 A, also observed in Favgett
indicating likely misidentifications. plate C53 at exactly the same wavelength. Be72 lists a strong

The strongest soft X-ray line,previously not identified, ifine at 93.618 A. M72 clearly showed that this line becomes en
the main decay (6-136) to the 3s°3fDs, from the 3s 3p 4s hanced in active Sun conditions, which indicates that the i
?Py/2, which has a large population due to a strong forbiddenust be formed around 3 MK, the average temperature of active
core-excited transition from the ground state. The targeten region cores, which is another argument in favor of the prese
length for the 6-136 transition is 71.37 A. The only stromgli identification as Ferv.
around 71.37 Ais the 71.91 A line, previously incorrectlgnd This line is of particular importance for the SDO AIA 94 A
tified by A85 with a Mgx transition as seen previously. Be72and, as discussed below. Hig. 6 shows that about 60% of the
wavelength is 71.919 A. There is a strong line in Fawcett'8 Cintensity observed by M72 in the active Sun can be accounted
plate at 71.94 A. The A85 intensity of the 71.91 A line (corby the Fexv 11-122 3% 3d ?D3,—3¢ 4p %Py, 93.61 A line.
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Table 2. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines-exiv.

i—j Levels Int Int gf A Aep(A) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%

6-136 35 3p2D3»—3s 3p 48Py, 1.0 2.0¢10°2 0.26 1. %101 - 71.37 71.919

11-146  333d2Ds/»,—3¢ 4f 2Fs), 0.67 9.%10°? 3.12 6.<10"  76.022  76.04 (0.0)

11-122  3%3d2D3/,—3% 4p 2Py, 0.44 6.5%10° 9.6x102 3.9x10° 91.273 93.96 (2.7) 93.618 (bl)

6-122 35 3p2D3,—3< 4p2Py), 0.36 5.410° 59102 3.210° 78765 80.25(1.5)  80.50 (bl)

1-137  3383p2P;»—3% 4d?Ds); 0.33 4.410°? 0.55 2.6¢10'*  58.963 58.80 (-0.2) ?58.92

8-136  3s3p2S;,—3s 3p 48Py, 0.25 5.k10° 7.3x102% 4.3x10% - 75.08 75.469 (bl)

2-101  333p?Ps,—3¢ 43S, 0.25 3.x10°? 0.29 1.%10*  70.613  70.56 (-0.1)

12-148  333d2Ds),—3¢ 4f 2F7), 0.19 0.14 4.49 6510t  76.151  76.16 (0.0)

4-179  3s 3p*Ps»—3s 3p 4d'Ds)2 0.13 5.&10°? 1.09 3.510% - 58.71 ?58.79

5-184  3s 3p*Ps;—3s 3p 4d'Dy), 0.12 0.10 1.87 4410t - 58.89 ?58.96

2-138  333p?2P3,—3¢ 4d2Ds); 0.12 8.%107? 1.01 3.x10%  59.579  59.39 (-0.2)

6-146  3s 3p2D3,—3S 4f °Fs)p 0.12 1.%1072 0.43 1.x10%  67.141 66.81(-0.3)

1-101  383p?Py,—3< 4s%Sy), 0.12 1.51072 0.13 9.x10"°°  69.685 69.66 (-0.0)

11-136  3%3d2D3,—3s 3p 48Py, 0.11 2.%10° 3.6x102% 1.8x10% - 82.01 82.23

12-125  3%3d2Ds;,—3¢ 4p 2Py, 9.9x102 1.1x107? 0.16 3.%10° 91.008 93.50 (2.5) 93.20

7-125 35 3p2Ds) -3¢ 4p 2Py, 8.4x102 9.8x10°® 0.10 2.&10%°°  78.583  79.90 (1.3) 80.21

1-8 38 3p2Py2-3s 38 2Sy)2 26. 0.12 0.39 1X101° 274203 272.03(-2.2)

Notes. The relative line intensities (photon)t = N;A;i/N. were calculated at log Ncm~3]=8,19 and logT ¢ [K] = 6.3.

Table 3. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lineg-ex.

i—j Levels Int Int gf Ai(s™h  Aexp(R) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%

7-331  3s3p°3D,—3s 3P 4s°P, 1.0 6.%<10°2 0.12 1.4101 - 75.71 76.507

7-265  3s3p3D;-3< 3p 4p°P, 0.70 2.x10° 3.2102 3.0x10'° - 84.17 85.47 (bl)

20-409 33%3p 3d°P,—3< 3p 4f°F, 0.53 2.6¢10°2 1.22 2.4101 - 81.65 82.425 (bl)

20-265 3%3p 3d°P,—3< 3p 4p°P, 0.50 1.510°% 3.5<102% 2.1x10Y° - 102.91 103.928 (bl)

1-341  333p? 3P,—3< 3p 4d°D; 0.40 2.%102 0.38 2.x10"  62.353 61.74 (-0.6)

23-409 3%3p 3d°D,-3¢ 3p 4f°F, 0.39 1.%10°2 0.91 1. %10 - 82.43 83.221

3210 333 3P,—3< 3p 4s°P, 0.28 1.8&10°2 0.19 7.%10° 75.892 75.05(-0.8)

11-331  3s 3p3P,—3s 38 4s°P, 0.22 1.510° 2.9x102% 3.1x10Y° - 78.31 79.08 (bl)

3-344 333 3P,—3< 3p 4d°Ds 022  5%107? 0.94 2.x10"  62.975 62.33(-0.6)

16-259 3%3p 3d°F;—3$ 3p 4p°D,  0.20 1.%10°2 0.28 3.810° 98.523 97.82

2-341  333p? 3P,—3¢ 3p 4d°D; 0.17 9.x10°3 0.16 8.%10° 62.717 62.08 (-0.6) (bl

Notes. The relative line intensities (photonig)t = N;A;i/N. were calculated at log Ncm=%]=8,19 and lodT . [K] = 6.3

The decay to 3s 3D3/» (6122 line) was identified by Fawcettab-initio atomic structure calculations, and suggestatithsev-

with a line at 78.765 A. From the new wavelength of 93.61 A weral cases misidentifications have occurred. The eneriiﬂmeo
obtain a wavelength of 80.50 A for the 6-122 line. In both soldoWer n = 3 levels have been carefully assessed in Del Zanna

and laboratory plates there is a very strong broad line atou ) and are adopted here. Higj. 7 shows the emissivity rati
80.50 A, partly due to Fen (see below). The weaker decay<Urves relative to the A85 and M72 observations.
from level 125 are identified with lines at 93.20 and 80.21 A. The assessment of the fe soft X-ray lines has been dif-

ficult, and a more consistent picture will need to await farth
observations. Tablgl 3 clearly shows that a number among the
brightest lines were not identified. Fawcett's identifioas look
The APAP atomic data for Fen have been presented insound in.terms of wavelengths, however a few discrepancées a
Del Zanna & Storey[(2012h). Here we use the most Compkﬁéesentm the solar spectra. If one for example assumeshihat
atomic model, with excitation rates calculated with the R3—344 3% 3p” *P,—3<' 3p 4d°Ds 62-975'2"‘19”5'“03“0” IS cor-
matrix for up to then = 4 levels, and DW up tm = 6. rect, the model predicts for the 1-341 Bp? °Po-3¢ 3p 4d
Table[3 lists the relative intensities of the brightest Softay D1 62.353 A line an intensity of 15 in the A85 spectrum. A85
lines in Fexm. The previous identifications are due to Fawcetteports a weak line at 62.36 A, but does not provide an inten-
[Kastner et al.[(1978) later provided some tentative idestifi sity. The 2-341 Fs3p? 3P;—3¢ 3p 4d 62.717 A line would be
tions of a few further lines. Vilkas & Ishikawa (2004) pregesh blended with a stronger Mg line.

3.6. Fexu
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Fig. 6. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main ke lines. Fig. 7. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main ke lines.
Top: A85 solar flare observation. Bottom: M72 active sun obseTop: A85 solar flare observation. Bottom: M72 quiet sun obser
vation. vation.

The strongest Fem soft X-ray line is the 7-331 3s 8§D~ Fe&xvi emission. In the A85 spectrum, there is plenty of intensity
3s 3% 4s3R,. This line is strong due to a large forbidden col{0 account for the 7-331 line. In the M72 quiet Sun spectrum
lision strength for the core-excited33p? 3P — 3s 37 4s 3P, the I|r_1e is vv_eak. However, good agreementis found betwezn th
transition. The second decay from the upper level to the 3s 72 intensity of this line and the maim = 3 — n = 3 EUV
3P, (level 11) has about/a the intensity of the the 7—331 linetransition at 202 A observed by PEVE, as Fijy. 7 shows, which
and ought to be observable. The predicted wavelength for tied strong argumentin support of this identification. Thepsel
7-331 is around 76 A, where there are three candidate linégcay (11-331)would fall at 79.07 A, where indeed a line is ob
at 76.113, 76.507, and 76.867 A in Be72. A85 wavelengtﬁ@rVed_- If this identification is correct, it means that la# bther
are 76.12, 76.50, 76.80 A, while M72 ones are 76.14, 76.51€x1m lines are severely blended. S
76.88 A. The first line was identified by A85 as a blend okFe The third possibility is the stronger (unidentified) line at
(see above) and the ker 4-221 33 3p? 'D,—3< 3p 4s'P; ob- 76.867 A. However, in this case the second decay (11-331)
served by Fawcett at 76.117 A. This identification is incotre Would fall at 79.46 A, where actually there is a line which can
given that the 4-221 is extremely weak in solar conditiore T be attributed solely to Far (see below). So in conclusion the
A85 intensities can account for the 76.12 A line being the 726.50 A line is favored. There is a strong line in Fawcett'SC5
331, however in the M72 spectra the intensity of the 76.12 ilate at 76.51 A.
line is well accounted for by a self-blend of & for both the Fawcett identified a few decays from thé 3p 4p configura-
active (as we have seen above) and quiet Sun spectrum, so tiRig, but not the two brightest ones in solar conditionsdbeays
candidate line is discarded. from 3 3p 4p°P, (level 265) to 3s 3p3Dy, 3¢ 3p 3d3P; (lev-

The second possibility is the 76.50 A line. A85 identified i€lS 7,20). Fawcett's energies for thé 3p 4p levels suggest that
as an Favr transition, however the Fev line only contributes the first decay should be the 84.72 A line in the M72 spectrum,
25% of the observed intensity (see above). It is interesiing however the second would fall near 103.6 A, where the intgnsi
note that the 76.50 A line is well observed also in quiet Sum cois solely due to the strongest kesoft X-ray line (see below). A
ditions, which also confirms the fact that this line cannotibe better choice are the two lines observed by Be72 at 85.470 and
to Fexv, given that the quiet Sun does not have any significah3.928 A. Their wavelengths are in exact agreement with the
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known energy dference between levels 7, 20, which is a strong One question then naturally arises: are the other identifica
argument in favor of this identification (although their Mif2 tions of the 3% 3p? 4p levels correct ? The solar spectra cannot
tensities are too strong). resolve this issue. The best solar spectrum at the wavéigngt
Fawcett also identified a few decays from thé 3p 4f con- of these decays is the MH73, but the spectral resolution fis no
figuration, but not the brightest ones for the solar coroha, tenough. Be72 does not list the (weak) lines observed by MH73.
20-409 and 23-409 lines. They are identified here as the lindse Fawcett plate does provide viable alternatives for fadl t
at 82.45 and 83.24 A in the M72 spectrum. The first is blendeakin transitions, with observed wavelengths about 2 A away
with an Fex line, the second is also blended. Be72 providdsom the predicted ones, so it is possible that all previdesii-
the 82.425 and 83.221 A wavelengths, in excellent agreeméagtions are incorrect.
with the known energies of levels 20, 23 (providing 1708166 The M72 intensities are in excellent agreement with predic-
and 1708125 cnit as energies for the 38p 4f3F,). tions and the present identifications, for the three strehde-
cays from the 3s 3p4s*S;), (6-467), 38 3p? 4p“S/2 (6-390),
37 E and 3 4s4Ps); (1-288), as Figl18 shows. The intensity of the
L Texi self-blend (at the M72 resolution) of the?33p? 4d *Fs/2,%P)»
The APAP atomic data for Ber have been presented indecays to the ground state is also in excellent agreemeeteTh
[Del Zanna et al.[(201Pa). We use the most complete atonffica discrepancy with the EUV lines as measured with PEVE,
model, with excitation rates calculated with the R-matristhod however (cf. the 192.4 A in Figl 8). This discrepancy could in
for up to then = 4 levels, and DW up t;n = 6. Table[# part be due to the lower solar activity during 2008, but aiso i
lists the relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ranyek in  part due to residual blending in all the Kelines.
Fexn. Previous identifications are due to Fawcett. The ener- Fina”y’ a few remarks about some weaker lines. The 80.50 A
gies of the lowem = 3 levels have been carefully assessed itrong line in Fawcett C53 spectrum was identified as a self-
n (2005) and are adopted here.[Hig. 8 shoiend of Fexu lines, however as we have seen above we predict
the emissivity ratio curves relative to the M72 observation 3 new strong Fev transition at this wavelength. The M72 in-
As we have seen for the other ions, the core-excité®p%  tensity supports this, given that the 1-272 transition éljoted
#S3/,-3s 3p 4sSy); is a strong forbidden transition which pro-to contribute only about 30% to the intensity of the obsetires
vides a large population to the upper level (467),which imtuin the solar spectrum (60% was estimated to be due tovfe
decays to levels 6,7,8,27,29. The first three decays aregstro  The model predicts two weak decays from thé 3g? 4p
mdeed. as shown in _TabIIE 4 the first two are the strongest ngts/z (410) level. The energy splitting for nearby?3§? 4p lev-
X-ray lines from this ion. ) - els suggests that the two decays should be the lines at 120.3,
Th Sgge decaysbfrom the%ﬁpz 4s v(\j/ereédentlg_ed %y Fawclett. Qﬁ.él A, observed in the MH73 and Fawcett’s C53 plate (a possi-
N erences'é‘ etvyeep observed and pre 'Ct.e wavelengiis  iternative would be 121.1,93.8 A). M72 also observéuka |
are about 1.'2 '.If similar cﬁgrences were applied to the 3%t 93.46 A, listed as blended. The MH73 intensity has approxi
3p’ 4s configuration, we obtain a predicted wavelength for tr}ﬁately the right intensity. We can then estimate the intgrodi

strongest 6-467 transition of 82 A. There are a few candidaff 10-410 line to be aboutd 0° phot cnT2 571, i.e. about half
lines both in solar and laboratory spectra, however thexgest of the M72 intensity.

one is observed by M72 at 82.75 A. Fawcett’s plate C53 also has
a strong broad line around 82.74 A. Be72 provided a wavetengt
of 82.672 A for the same line. Based on this, the second arai th?-8- Fex!
decays (7,8 —467) are predicte_d to be at 83.336 and 83.63b éﬂ]e APAP atomic data for Fe have been presented in
excellent agreemgn-t with thg lines qbsgrved by Be72 gt 83.33¢1 7ann réy(201Pa). We use the most complete atomic
and 83.631 A. This is an unlikely coincidence and confirms t odel, with excitation rates calculated with the R-matrithod
present identification. The 83.336 A at the M72 resolution fgr up to then = 4 levels, and DW up ta = 6. Tabld lists the
blended with an Fe transition (see below). In Fawcett platerelative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines indreThe
C53there is a pseudo-continuum of transitions betweens8&13 previous identifications are due [to Ed| 37b) and Fewce
83.7 A, where these two decays are. The energies of the lowear = 3 levels have been carefully as-
The next strongest transitions are the decays from the 3gssed ih Del Zanha (2010) and are adopted here.
3p° 4p*Sy2 (level 390) to levels 6, 7,8, 29, 27. The level is rel-  Fig.[@ shows the emissivity ratio curves relative to the tuie
atively pure (78%). Fawcett identified a few?33p” 4p levels, Sun observations. As in the ke, Fexm, and Fexn case, the
and the diference between predicted and observed waveleng#fingest soft X-ray line is the unidentified dipole-allaiae-
is around 1.4 A. The strongest decay (6—390) should then fedly (6-596) from a level (3s 3pis 3P,) that is core-excited
around 90.4 A. There is a weak line at 90.4 A in M72 (90.503 fia a strong forbidden transition form the ground state. b t
in Be72), but the corresponding decays to levels 7,8 wowdd thbasis of the predicted vs. observed wavelengths of the few de
be at 91.30 and 91.66 A (using Be72 wavelength). There is pays from the 353p® 4s identified by Fawcett, we expect the
line at 91.30 A. Of all the lines around 90.4 there is only oitaw 6596 line to fall around 88 A. There is indeed a strong line at
the appropriate wavelength, observed by Be72 at 91.004 i&. TR8.082 A in Be72 (88.1 A in M72), however this is a Me tran-
wavelength predicts decays to levels 7,8 at 91.809 and 9417 sition. Furthermore, the next decay from level 596 is thedb:5
Be72 observed two lines at 91.808 and 92.178 A, an unlikely deredicted to be abouy4 the intensity of the strongest line. The
incidence, although both lines would have to be blendedirste 88.082 A wavelength would predict the 7-596 to fall at 88.834
one with Nix and Fex.. The diference between observed and/here no line is observed. The next strongest line is theaimid
predicted wavelength with the new identifications is 2 A. Thiéfied 88.933 A in Be72, which predicts a wavelength for the 7—
weaker decays to levels 29,27 would fall at 116.76 and 114,18596 line of 89.699 A. Indeed in Be72 there is a line of the right
and would be blended with other stronger transitions. intensity (see Fig.]9 top) at 89.703 A, which would be a very un
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Table 4. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines-exi.

i—j Levels Int Int gf Ai(sh)  Aep(A) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%

6-467  3s 3p*Ps—3s 30 45Ss2 1.0 2.%10°7? 0.33 8.0x10'° - 80.76 82.672

7-467  3s 3p*Ps—3s 30 45Ss)2 0.58 1.%10°2 0.19 4.6¢10% - 81.39 83.336

6-390  3s 3p*Ps;2—3% 37 4p“Ss2 0.55 1.%102 6.9x102 1.4x10% - 89.03 91.004

1-288  333p® *S;,—3% 3PP 45*Ps2 0.55 3.510°7? 0.29 5.x10°  79.488 78.29 (-1.2)

7-390  3s 3p*Ps,—3¢ 37 4p Sz 0.48 1.x102% 6.0x102  1.2x10% - 89.78 91.808

1-278  333p° %S3,—3¢ 3 45%Ps), 0.32 2.%102 0.20 5Kx10°  80.022 78.78 (-1.2)

8-467  3s 3p*Py,—3s 30 45Ss2 0.29 6.%10° 9.9x102 2.3x10% - 81.67 83.631

8-390  3s 3p*Py,—3¢ 37 4p“Ssp2 0.28 5.&10° 3.6x102 6.9x10° - 90.13 92.178

1-484 33 3p° %S;,-3¢ 3p? 4d*Ps)» 0.26 2.6¢10°2 0.52 1.%10*  66.297 65.31(-1.0) (bl Pev)

29-390  3%3p? 3d*P;2—3¢ 3P 4p*Ss)2 0.26 54102 5.3x10? 6.4x10° - 114.90 116.76 (bl F&)

27-390  333p? 3d*Ps—39 3P 4p*Ss)2 0.25 5.%10°% 5.1x102 6.2x10° - 114.37 116.18

17-383  3%3p? 3d*Fy2—3< 31 4p“*D7)2 0.23 4.3%10°2 0.46 3.x101°  108.44 107.04 109.03 ?

1-487  333p° %S;,-3¢ 3p? 4d *Fs)2 0.22 2.510°? 0.38 9.6¢10"°  66.047  65.10 (-0.9)

1-490  333p} *S;,—3< 37 4d Py, 0.19 1.%1072 0.41 1.510*  65.905 64.97 (-0.9)

16-370  3%3p? 3d*F;>—3% 3p 4p“*Ds)2 0.16 3.x10°? 0.34 3.x10° 108.605 107.16 (-1.4) ?

1-272  333p® 4S;,-3¢ 3P 45*Pyr 0.16 1.%102 0.10 5%10°  80.515 79.20 (-1.3) (bl Fav)

30-390 3%3p? 3d*P.»-39 3P 4p*Sy)2 0.14 3.x10°% 2.9x102 3.5x1C° - 115.25 117.2

27-467  333p? 3d*Ps/2—3s 3P 45Sg), 0.14 3.x10°  7.1x102  1.1x10%° - 101.09 102.94

15-364 3% 3p? 3d*Fs/2—3< 3p 4p“*Ds)2 0.13 1.%102 0.23 3.x10° 108.862 107.33(-1.5) ?109.5

15-619  3%3p? 3d*Fs—3< 3P 4f Gy, 0.13 5.%10°2 3.78 4%10'* 84520 83.15(-1.4)

1-590  333p® %Sy,-3s 35 4p*Ps)2 0.12 9.&10°° 0.39 1.x10% 62.40

17-644 3332 3d*Fg/2—3< 3 4f *Gyy)n 0.10 9.%1072 6.57 5.k10"  84.520 83.24 (-1.3)
2-491 38 3p® 2D3/,—3¢ 3p? 4d%Fs), 9.3x102 2.9x10°2 0.51 1.x10%"  67.821 66.81(-1.0)

1-30 38 3p® 4S3/,—3¢ 3p? 3d*Py)» 21. 0.20 1.00 8810 192.394 188.87 (-3.5)

Notes. The relative line intensities (photonig)t = N;jA;i/N. were calculated at log Ncm=%]=8,19 and lodT . [K] = 6.2

Quiet Sun — Fe XIl Log T [K]=6.2
1 Ap=82.74 A (6-467) N 1,,=5.9 S
I Apy=83.45 A (7-467) N (bl Fe IX) 0.7#l,,=3.1
: A,=90.96 A (6-390) N I,,=3.3
t Aw=79.6 A (1-288) 1,=3.0 4
: Ap=91.81 A (7-390) N (bl Ni X) 0.5xI,,=2.5
: Agy=80 A (1-278) (bl) 1,=2.5
: Ap=83.71 A (8-467) N (bl) 0.4xl,=1.8
1 Ap=92.2 A (8-390) N (bl) 0.4xl,=1.7
9: A,,=66.36 A (1-484) (bl Fe XVI) 0.7xl,=1.6
10: A,,=109 A (17-383) N 1,=1.6
11: Ap=65.94 A (1-487+1-490) (bl Mg X) lpz=2.1
12: A,,=80.61 A (1-272) (bl Fe XIV) O.3x|°°=1.12 E
13: Ap=117.2 A (30-390) N (MH73) 0.5xl,,=1.0
14: X,,=109.17 A (16-370) N (MH73) 0.5xl,,=0.9
15: A,,=109.5 A (15-364) N (MH73) 0.5xl,,=0.6
16: Ayp=120.3 A (39-410) N (MH73) I,=1.2 11
17: Ayp=93.4 A (10-410) (bl) 0.5xl,,=1.2
18: Ayp=192.4 A (1-30) PEVE I,,=64.0

0 N O U A N =

7 8 9 10 " 12
Log Ne [cm™]

Fig. 8. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main kelines and the M72 quiet Sun observation.

likely coincidence. The 6-596 transition is therefore iifesd mate counts to check the relative intensities of these.liFigd9
with the 88.933 A line. (top) shows that the intensity of the 86.772 A is in good agree
The strongest decays from the?33p® 4s identified by ment with that of the 6-596 as we have identified it, while the

. .185 A line would be blended. Other lines such as the 2-265
Fawcett are the 86.765, 89.178 A lines. These and othersgimg
the strongest transitions are severely blended in M72, d&ut fa$90.17 A, 1-2892t87.018 A, 4-295 at 89.087 A also appear to

. to I .
within a few A, so it is reasonable to use the Be72 approxk?.e blended
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Table 5. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines-exi.

i—j Levels Int Int gf A Aep(A) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%°
6-596  3s 3p°3P,—3s 3 4s°P;, 1.0 4.310°3 0.46 7. %100 - 85.51 88.933
6-454  3s 3p3P,—3¢ 3p% 4p°P, 0.75 1.%10°% 8.3x102% 1.1x10Y - 96.36 100.575
1-291  333p* 3P,—3¢ 3p° 4s3D; 0.53 7.%10°3 0.37 45100 86.772 84.52(-2.3) 86.765
1-265  333p* 3P,—3< 3p° 43S, 0.32 4.%10°3 0.39 1.%10"  89.185 86.85(-2.3) 89.178
42-454  3383p° 3d3D3-3¢ 3p° 4p 3P, 0.28 4.&10* 5.8x102% 4.1x10° - 132.77 138.21
1-536  333p* 3P,—3¢ 3p° 4d3Ds 0.28 8.810°3 0.73 1.%10"  72.635 70.98 (-1.7)
7-596  3s 3p3P,—-3s 3 4s3P, 0.25 1.%10°3 0.12 1.%10° - 86.20 89.703
7-454  3s 3p°P—3¢ 3p° 4p°P, 0.23 3.%10% 2.6x102 3.3x10° - 97.25 101.559
16-749 333p® 3d3D3—-3< 3p® 4f 3F, 0.21 1.6¢10°2 3.40 2.%10' - 89.77 29218
38-454  3%3p° 3d°3P,—3¢ 3p® 4p°P, 0.21 3.&10% 4.1x102? 3.0x1C° - 128.40 133.95
42-813 3383p° 3d3Ds—3¢ 3p° 4f °F, 0.17 8.%10°3 2.31 1.6¢101 - 99.64 2102.10

16-377 333p® 3d°Ds—3¢ 3p° 4p°P; 0.16 1.6¢10°3 0.16 1.%10'° - 119.93 ?2124.72
24-424  3%3p° 3d3Gs—39 3p° 4p°F, 0.15 4.%10°° 0.47 2.%10° 123.490 120.03(-3.5) ?124.72

2-265  333p* 3P,—3% 3p° 4s%S, 0.15 2.%10°3 0.18 4.810°  90.204 87.79 (-2.4) 90.17
1-289  333p* 3P,—3¢ 3p° 453D, 0.14 3.%10°3 0.16 2.&10° 87.025 84.71(-2.3) 87.018
39-454  3%3p° 3d3S,-3< 3p° 4p 3P, 0.12 2.%10% 2.4x102  1.8x10° - 129.08 134.34
4-295  333p* 'D,—3¢ 3p° 4s'D, 0.12 9.%10°3 0.71 1.x10"  89.044 86.68(-2.4)  89.087

30-460 3%3p° 3d3F:-3¢ 3p° 4p°D, 0.12 1.%10°3 0.20 1.%10° 123572 120.21(-3.4) ?125.40
14-353  3%3p® 3d°D,—3< 3p® 4p°Ps 0.12 3.&10°° 0.39 241010 121.419 118.00(-3.4) ?123.49
14-704 3%3p® 3d°D,-3< 3p® 4f°Fs  9.3x102 2.8x1072 6.23 4.3%101 91.733  89.18 (-2.6)

1-42 34 3p* 3P,—3¢ 3p° 3d°Ds 55. 4.%1072 4.82 1.410" 180.401 176.36 (-4.0)

Notes. The relative line intensities (photon)t = N;A;i /N were calculated at log Ncm~3]=8, 20 and lodT . [K] = 6.15

Table 6. The relative intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines-ex.

i—j Levels Int Int gf A Aep(A) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%°

3-429 3s 3p2S;,—3s 35 452P3), 1.0 3.x10°° 0.27 4,810 - 91.48 96.007

1202 333p° 2Py,-3¢ 3p 452Ds), 071  6.x10°% 031  3.%10° 94012  90.46 (-3.5)

1-183 33 3p 2Py,-3¢€ 3p" 45%P), 063 9.%10° 050 8%10° 96.121  92.43(-3.7)

1-174  333p° 2Py,-38 3p* 45*Ps.» 036 2.k10% 1.1x102 1.2x1°  97.838  94.20(-3.6)

1-179  383p° 2Py,-38 3p* 45°Py, 030 1.%10°% 86x102 1.4x10° 97.122  93.53(-3.6)

27-302  3%3p* 3d?S;,,—3% 3p" 4p2P3); 025  4.%10* 8.2102 5.8x10° - 146.56 ?151.42
22-267 3383p* 3d%Gy,—3¢ 3p* 4p?Fy, 020 2.5%10° 0.35 1.410° 139.869 135.95(-3.9)

2-203  3383p° 2P,,—-39 3p* 4s2D3), 020  4.%10° 0.26 4510° 95374 91.70(-3.7)

3-302  3s3p?S,,-3¢ 3p* 4p2Ps, 0.19  3.%10% 3.3x102  4.4x10° - 104.65 ?109.52
28-508  3%3p* 3d2P;,—3¢ 3p' 4f 2Ds), 0.15 1.%10°2 1.92 1.6¢101 - 112.54 ?113.8
8-243  383p*3d*Fo,—-3% 3p* 4p*Dy, 015 2.610° 0.33 1.410° 140.296  136.05 (-4.2)

2-192  333p° 2P,,-39 3p 45%Py); 014  3.x10° 0.19 6.410° 96.786  93.00(-3.8)
1-192  333p° 2P3,—3¢ 3pf 4s%Py); 010 2.&10° 0.13 4%10° 95339  91.68(-3.7)
1-30 38 3p° 2P;,—3¢ 3p* 3d?Ds), 63. 7.%1072 5.44 1.%10" 174531 163.29 (-11.2)

Notes. The relative line intensities (photonig)t = N;A;i/N. were calculated at log Ncm=3]=8,20 and lodT  [K] = 6.0

Some among the brightest lines for this ion are from ttfe 3a line at 101.559 A (probably blended), and the MH73 spectrum
3p® 4p, in particular the 6-454, the second strongest transitithas a line at 138.2 A with the rightintensity (see Eig. 9). ibe
Fawcett identified a few transitions in the C53 plate, butthet energy for level 454 (3s3p® 4p °P,) is significantly (by 11000
strongest ones in solar conditions. Fawcett's identificetisug- cm™) at odds with those of the levels identified by Fawcett (in
gest that the 6-454 transition should fall around 99.4 A éa@wv terms of energy dierence between observed and predicted). For
there are no strong lines there. The strongest nearby lititeeis each of the lines identified by Fawcett, there are alteraaian-
previously unidentified 100.575 A one. Its Be72 intensitynis didates in the same C53 plate which have similar energjgrei
remarkable agreement with the predicted one. The upper leeaces as the 38p? 4p3P,. Some of these alternative identifica-
has a series of decays, the main ones to levels 42, and 7,ngith jions are listed in Tablel 5.
dicted wavelengths of 138.215 and 101.556 A. Be72 has indeed Fawcett identified a few amongst the decays from tite 3s

3p° 4f, some only tentatively. The two strongest lines in solar

10
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Be72 — quiet Sun — Fe XI Log T [K]=6.15

Be72 — quiet Sun — Fe X Log T [K]=6.00

J

S 1 A,=88933 AA(?—sss) )N lop=35.0 S 1 A,,=96.007 A (3-429) N 1,,=30.0
] 2: A\,=100.575, 6—454) N 1,=35.0 ] 2: =94.016 A (1-202) 1.,.=35.0
1 3 A%=86.765 A (1-291)  1,,=30.0 ] Zhe A ( )l
1 4:2,=89.178 A (1-265) (bl ) 1,=25.0 1 3 Ae=96.119 A (1-183) 1,,=30.0
43 5:24=89.703 A (7-596 (h, =10.0 49 4 2e=97.839 A (1-174) 1,,=20.0
1 6: A,=101.55 A (7-454) (bl) 0.5xl,,=12.5 1 5 A.=97.122 A (1-179) (bl ) I.=25.0
1 70 \%=90.17 A (2-265)  1,,=10.0 ] 3 Ap=97.122 4 ( ) (b1 ) 1g=25.
8: A,,=87.018 A (1-289) (bl) 0.3xl,,=7.5 ] 6 Ap=95.37 A (2-203+1-192) 1,,=15.0
1 9: A,,=89.087 A (4-295) (bl) 0.5xl,,=10.0 46 ]
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4 4 A,=89.11 A (1-265) (bl 89.087,89.178) 0.4xl,=1.8 43 A Ae=97.17 A(1-179) (bl ) Ip=3.8
1 5 Ap=138.2 A (42-454) MH73 1,,=1.8 1 5 Ap=95.36 A (2-203+1-192) (bl ) I,=4.8
1 6: A,,=89.7 A (7-596) (bl 89.577,89.703) 0.6xlp,=1.5 1 6 A,=96.9 A (2-192) (bl) 0.4xly,=1.2
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Fig.9. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main kelines. Fig. 10. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main kdines
Top: Be72 quiet Sun observation. Bottom: quiet Sun irrackan in the quiet Sun. Top: Be72. Bottom: from the M72, MH73 and
from M72, MH73 and PEVE. PEVE irradiances.

conditions were not identified. Based on the enerdiedinces
of the identified ones, the two 16-749 and 42—813 transitio@s
tentatively identified with the 92.18 and 102.10 A lines,aved

in the solar spectra. LFidentified by EdIéih 1937a), with the exception of the 92.42
|

The Be72 spectrum helps in accounting for the varioyg '\ hich anears to be blended, even at the Be72 resolution
blends in the lower-resolution M72 spectrum, and good agreg,

. 5 X
ment is also found there, as Fig. 9 (bottom) shows. Moreover,e main d.ecay_ ‘frO“." the 3s 345°Ps 2, the stronggst line, was
the quiet-Sun PEVE intensity of the strongest EUV line is inntafuyerldentlfled i Del Zanna etla. (2012b) with the®4
excellent agreement aswell, further confirming the atoraie ¢ transition.

culations and the identifications. This is remarkable.

The Be72 intensity for this line is a bit low, however there
are no other strong lines in the vicinity. The 9695.1 A blend,
observed by M72, has a calibrated intensity in excellenéegr
ment (within 30%) with the quiet Sun PEVE value for the EUV
The atomic data for Fe have been presented and discussed 74.5 A line, as shown in Fig.10. The 94.0 A line also has an
detail in[Del Zanna et all (2012b). We use the most complesgcellent agreement, if one assigns 30% of the M72 intetisity
atomic model, with excitation rates calculated with the RH#X  the 93.838 A (unidentified) line, as observed by Be72. This-co

for up ton = 4 and DW up ton = 6. Table[§ lists the relative parison confirms the accuracy (at least to about 30%) of the ne
intensities of the brightest soft X-ray lines in k€The previous ztomic calculations.

identifications are due é 7c) and Fawcett. Thee-en _ .
gies of the lowem = 3 levels have been carefully assessed in Fawcett identified a few decays from thezaﬁf 4p. Based
Paper | and are adopted here. on thls, we tentatively identify the 3—302 transition wnlwaak_ _

Fig.[I0 shows the emissivity ratio curves relative to theBeine in the M72 spectrum at 109.52 A. The 27-302 transition
and M72 observations. For some of the weaker lines, the-intavould be at 151.42 A, where there is a weak line in the MH73
sities obtained from the MH73 spectrum are used. There id gogpectrum. An alternative for the 3—-302 transition would e t
overall agreement among the main decays from tRe3g$4s 108.53 A line.

3.9. Fex

11
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Table 7. The relative intensities of a few soft X-ray lines inike

i—j Levels Int Int gf A Aep(A) An(A) New
1.0x10°  1.0x10%2
1-107  383(P 1S,-3p 4sP; 1.0 0.76 - 4.%10° 103566 98.08 (-5.5)
5-302 38 3p° 3d°F,—3< 3p° 5 3Gs 0.14 0.12 2.07 16101 91.980 87.61(-4.4) 29181
5-366 383p° 3d°F,—38 3p° 6f 3G 7.7x10% 6.7x107? 1.64 1.6¢10% - 79.12 ?82.7
13-276 3%3p° 3d'P—3¢ 3p° 5plS, 5.6x102 3.210? 6.5x10°  3.2x10° - 113.08 ?119.0
10-271 3%3p° 3d°D;-3¢ 3p° 5p3P, 5.4x102 3.1x10? 4.9x10? 3.1x10'° - 100.76 ?105.24
13-326 3%3p° 3d'P—3¢3p° 5f'D, 4.9x102 3.3x107? 0.73 9.5¢101° - 99.51 ?104.93
13-379 3%3p° 3d'P—3g3p°6f'D, 4.6x102 3.0x107? 0.50 8.4101° - 88.30 ?92.75
10-276 3%3p° 3d°D;-3¢ 3p° 5plSy  4.6x102 2.6x102 4.0x10° 2.7x10° - 99.18 ?103.70
10-316 3%3p° 3d°D;-3¢ 3p° 5f3F, 3.5x1072 2.4x107? 0.44 7.X10° - 89.68 ?94.15

Notes. The relative line intensities (photons)t = N;A;i /Ne were calculated at log Ncm~3]=8,12 and logT ¢ [K] = 5.85

quiet Sun — Fe IX Log T [K]=5.85

3.11. An overall comparison

1 1 A,=103.5 A (1-107) M72 1,,=8.5
] 2372 ﬁ:;g?@gz(&;ffs . The new atomic models provide intensities for a few milliohs
PERT x:::ms.g_ A (13-256) MH73 1o=2.2 _spgactral lines in the soft X-rays. Given that this spectegion
] Yezlel ;5(72741336?7(50(?45;:358 is inherently over-crowded, we have also computed speotra t
7 Aw=82.45 A (1-210) (bl) O.4xlum1.5 be compared to the observed ones, to see how much blending
34 8 =171 A (1-13) PEVE 1,=703.0 occurs from this forest of lines..

We have taken the quiet Sun M72 spectrum and we have
calibrated it in wavelength, using the best known isolated a
strong lines. We have then flux-calibrated it, by comparing i
with the M72 published intensities and the PEVE ones. The re-
sulting spectrum is shown in Fig-112 (black).

We have then adopted the set of ‘best’ energies as calculated
for each of the iron ions. They were obtained by linear interp
lation of the few known energies with respect to the targeten
gies. We have added the identifications of the strongest pine-
vided here. We have merged these datasets with those faeall t
other ions not discussed here, using CHIANTI V.7 (Landi ket al

), and computed line emissivities for quiet Sun coodgj
at a constant electron density of ¥10° [cm~3].

In order to obtain quiet Sun irradiances, we have folded
the line emissivities with a quiet Sunftérential emission mea-
sure (DEM) obtained from SOHQGDS radiances not far from

3.10. Fex the limb by Andretta et al[ (2003), assuming photospherimab

The atomic data for Fe have been discussedin O’Dwyer el alg?_'r}cAe’\?_.nF_or tfhe iprward rgodelling,t Wet h]‘?v‘; a'tdop'r[]ed_thebnew
(2012), where the detailed list of the strongest lines caoived. ‘on frac |0!ns, anc a recent set ot priotospheric abun
The excitation rates for the 38p° 4s and 353p° 4p levels are dar?[czs t:j Aspl 'nt . IIF(;OOQ).bWe hlavf. th?.n tr)?;;gh.ly con-
from|Storey et al.[(2002), the rest fram O’Dwyer et al. (2012ge:jedfrla g;mces .'E o Irra fnces y hegiecting Imld 1B9INg |
The previous identifications are due_to Kruger etlal. (198 ( nd di-limb contributions. A proper treatment would just scale
e absolute values of the irradiances. The irradiances thean
two strong decays from the 4s Ievemwg en folded with Gaussian line profiles to match the M72 ob-
four deieziys from the 4dh§an(rj1 5% Iec}/elsé), af ou §rved spectra, and put onto a vF\)/aveIength grid with a bin size
_)( transitions wit 'r_] t _e_ B R B 4f array). ) similar to the M72 one. The resulting spectra are also shown

Fig. 11 shows the emissivity ratio curves relative to thg, Fig.[I2 (red). The agreement is remarkable. The same fig-
M72 observations. There is excellent (withi@0%) agreement |;re also shows (in blue) the location and intensities of taam
among all the brightest soft X-ray lines, and the EUV 171 fines contributing to the calculated spectra. This cleahgws,
PEVE quiet Sun irradiance. The weaker lines are blendeckat #% we knew, that the majority of the lines at the M72 resotutio
M72 resolution, as noted in Fig.11. are blends of many transitions. The most significant onetare

A few 3d-5f transitions were tentatively identified inbelled.
\O’Dwyer et al. (201R). The strongest one is thé 3g° 3d *F,— The 80-106 A spectral region is dominated by iron ions, in-
3¢ 3p° 5f 3Gs line, which was predicted to be at 92. A. Thedeed Fig[IB (left) shows the improvement with the new atomic
intensity of this line does not agree well with the calibcht¢72  data, compared to CHIANTI v.7. Fig. 112 shows that a significan
spectrum, however, so it is suggested that this line blehes fraction of flux is still missing, being probably due to a reng
stronger solar line at 91.81 A. A few new tentative identificeof other ions which are emitting at these wavelengths. The 60
tions are proposed here in Table 7. 80 A spectral region in the quiet Sun is dominated by a range

Emissivity ratio

Log Ne [em™]

Fig. 11. Emissivity ratio curves relative to the main kelines
for the quiet Sun.
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Fig. 12. Quiet Sun spectrum from M72, recalibrated (thick blackYhvaverplotted a theoretical spectrum (thin red). The locet
and intensities of the main lines are shown (blue verticald).

quiet Sun the cooler transition-regioM(< 1 MK) lines, a spectrum of the

base of an active region loop (region B.in Del Zanna &t al. 2011
has been calculated, and is also shown in[Eiy. 13 (right, TRBR

New
CHIANTI v7

o
o
N AR R

A

3.12. The SDO AIA 94 A band

80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115

Wavelength [ A ] The SDO AIA 94 A band has been the subject of various stud-
ies, to try an resolve the discrepancies in terms of atomia da
(Del Zanna et dl|_2011; O’Dwyer etlal. 2012; Foster & Testa
[2011;[Testa et al. 20112). In order to see how the new atomic
data and identificationgfect the SDO AIA 94 A band, the pre-
dicted quiet Sun spectrum has been folded with the AfAaive
area, to provide estimated count rates per AlA pixel. They ar
0.0E shown in Fig[(I# (black thin spectrum). For comparison, a nor
80 85 90 sze‘emgm [W [/;0] 105 110 malised M72 spectrum is overplotted (thick black spectriam)
well as what is calculated with the previous CHIANTI v7 (gnee
eflgshed), which had, for ke incorrect atomic data. The plot

atomic data and identifications, compared to CHIANTI V_7_s.hows that, fc_>r the quiet Sun, some missing flux is still prese
Bottom: theoretical spectra for the quiet Sun (QS, thicke&t the Plue wing of the dominant contribution from k€This
black), an active region (AR, reduced by a factor of 5, thie)y WaS expected. Be72 reports four.strqng lines at 93.6187383.8
and the base of a loop (TRBR, reduced by a factor of 5, bl@8-933, and 94.016 A. The latter line is only 4 m A long-ward of
thin). Edlen’s measurement of 94.012 for thexA@e. The 93.933 A
has the same wavelength of the strong e line at 93.932 A
6), and is likely that indeed this ion provittes
of non-iron ions instead. Relatively good agreement in eofn  Observed counts. The 93.618A has been identified here:as Fe
wavelengths and intensities is present, with two notabtepx (blended with Fem), but the 93.838 still remains unidentified.
tions, several lines from Sin and Six around 61 and 68 A. ~ There is a line also present in Fawcett C53 plate at the same
Different source regions of the solar corona are going to piyavelength, which could be a coincidence or the same tiansit
duce very diferent spectra. This is an additional complicatiofU€ t© an iron ion. Further blending of weaker lines is pdesib
for the benchmark and for the analysis of solar spectra. Bwsh ~ The atomic data for a range of ions which produce lines ob-
how different they are, an average active region spectrum fsgsved in the laboratory or predicted to fall around theseewa
been obtained from a DEM based on the SERTS-89 observatiengths have been assessed, but no significant missing fiax in
it_1994; Del Zanha 1999). This is shown iar conditions has yet been found. For example, strong fioes
Fig.[I3 (right, AR). In order to assess the contributions ttue Mg vir and Mgvin have been observed at 94.043 A. A few transi-

Qs
AR/5
TRBR/5 |

o

oo
AR A
T

o

Fig.13. Top: quiet Sun theoretical spectra, from the pres
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tions from Alv are also present, however the APAP atomic data Conclusions
(Witthoeft et al! 2007) indicate that they would be weak. fEhe
is an Ovi 2s—9p observed at 93.84 A, however even the pr
ence of the 2s—8p and 2s—7p transitions is dubious. New at
calculations for some ions are in progress to clarify this.

eTf_]is paper is the first benchmark for the soft X-ray linesslt i

o a'issummary of almost two years of work on the calculations and
Wentifications of the soft X-ray lines dueto= 4 — n = 3 tran-
sitions of the main iron ions. Large-scale R-matrix andatisd

The newly identified Ferv at 93.61 A does provide a sig-wave scattering calculations turned out to be both needest-t

nificant contribution to the 94 A band even for the quiet Su§ount for resonance enhancements in the excitation ratésefo

This becomes even more significant in active regions, asisho= 4 levels, and for cascading from higher levels.

in Fig.[T2 (AR, reduced by a factor of 20 and obtained from the The identification work proved very fiicult, due to the lack

SERTS-89 observation). The dominant count rates in the ba@idhigh-resolution well-calibrated spectra, the fact ttat soft

are originating from Ferv and the Fevin line at 93.932 A. X-rays are notoriously packed with a large number of tramsst
o from arange of ions, and that laboratory spectra and soéantisp
In order to assess the contributions due to the cooleme 4re very much dferent.

and Fex lines, the spectrum of the base of an active region loop The strongest iron transitions are all finally identifiedener
(see above) is also shown in Fig.l 14 (blue, reduced by a fagsry good agreement between the soft-Xray=( 4 — n = 3)
tor of 3). Indeed in this particular case, the ke transitions gnd EuvV f = 3 > n = 3) irradiances of the strongest lines
(O'Dwyer et al. 2012) produce a significant contributioni@t is found for the first time, confirming the reliability of thew
band. calculations.

Del Zanna et d1.[(2011) presented a detailed comparison of In several cases, various discrepancies in the previous ide
SDO AIA and Hinod¢EIS spectra, showing that indeed therdfications have been found, and many tentative (new or eelis
are for the 94 A band, aside from the 1 MK £eontribution, at dentifications have been proposed. Better experimentalatal
least two additional components. One is a hot componenttwhiore atomic calculations on a range of other ions will be eded

we identify with Fexiv, and one is a cooler component, whic° confirm them. Some calculations for other ions that preduc
we identify with Fevi. strong lines in the soft X-rays are already in progress.

With regard to the SDO AIA 94 A band, good progress has
been made, with a new important identification of a strongie
line at 93.61 A, and the new calculations for *eFerx and

AIA 94 A Fevmr. At least one residual transition still need to be identified
2ok h though.
M72 = The new large amount of APAP atomic data will be made
Qs & available through the CHIANTI database, however this vaH r
e "BF| QS CHIANTI vZ|_ ] quire a new format and a new way to handle them. Work is in
< L A progress in this direction.
) >
> 1o & A ]
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