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ABSTRACT
Recent solar observations of bipolar light bridges (BLBs) in sunspots have, in a few individual cases, revealed

magnetic fields up to 8.2 kG, which is at least twice as strong as typical values measured in sunspot umbrae.
However, the small number of such observations hinted that such strong fields in these bright photospheric
features that separate two opposite-polarity umbrae, are a rare phenomenon. We determine the field strength in
a large sample of BLBs with the aim of establishing how prevalent such strong fields are in BLBs. We apply
a state-of-the-art inversion technique that accounts for the degradation of the data by the intrinsic point spread
function of the telescope, to the so far largest set of spectropolarimetric observations, by Hinode/Solar Optical
Telescope spectropolarimeter, of sunspots containing BLBs. We identified 98 individual BLBs within 51 distinct
sunspot groups. Since 66.3% of the BLBs were observed multiple times, a total of 630 spectropolarimetric scans
of these 98 BLBs were analysed. All analysed BLBs contain magnetic fields stronger than 4.5 kG at unit optical
depth. The field strengths decrease faster with height than the fields in umbrae and penumbrae. BLBs display
a unique continuum intensity and field strength combination, forming a population well separated from umbrae
and the penumbrae. The high brightness of BLBs in spite of their very strong magnetic fields points to the
presence of a so far largely unexplored regime of magnetoconvection.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Sunspot structure and evolution is controlled by the mag-
netic field and its flows. In the umbra, vertical fields in
the range of 3 kG or higher are usually found, while in the
penumbra, inclined fields typically range between 1–2.5 kG
(e.g., Solanki 2003; Borrero & Ichimoto 2011; Tiwari et al.
2015). Larger sunspots usually have a darker umbra, imply-
ing the presence of stronger magnetic fields (e.g., Mathew
et al. 2007; Schad & Penn 2010; Schad 2014; Kiess et al.
2014). However, the umbral darkness (i.e., low temperature)
makes umbral magnetic field measurements extremely dif-
ficult: the photon statistics is low, the effect of stray light
from the surrounding, more than 10 times brighter quiet-sun
regions becomes stronger, and in many spectral regions the
appearance of molecular lines complicates the identification
of the Zeeman components of atomic lines. Moreover, ex-
tremely large sunspot groups do not appear often in the Sun.
Despite these constraints, large fields have been observed
in sunspot umbrae with values ranging from 3 kG to up to
∼6 kG (e.g., Livingston et al. 2006; Pevtsov et al. 2014), but
it is probably safe to say that some uncertainty remains re-
garding the real value of the strongest magnetic field in large
and cool sunspot umbrae. For medium to small sunspots the
typical umbral magnetic fields are in the 2.5–3.5 kG range
(e.g, Martinez Pillet & Vazquez 1993; Collados et al. 1994;
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Mathew et al. 2003; Pevtsov et al. 2011; Jurčák et al. 2018;
Li et al. 2022).

In the past two decades, observers and modellers have
documented magnetic fields in sunspots exceeding typical
umbral values. Locations of such “superstrong” fields are
the outer ends of penumbral filaments (van Noort 2012), in
counter Evershed flows (Siu-Tapia et al. 2017, 2019; Castel-
lanos Durán et al. 2023), or on so-called bipolar light bridges
(BLBs) (e.g. Tanaka 1991; Zirin & Wang 1993; Livingston
et al. 2006; Okamoto & Sakurai 2018; Wang et al. 2018; To-
riumi & Hotta 2019; Castellanos Durán et al. 2020; Hotta &
Toriumi 2020; Lozitsky et al. 2022; Schuck et al. 2022; Liu
et al. 2023).

The term ‘superstrong fields’ indicates that the field
strengths are significantly stronger than usual in a given type
of solar feature. Specifically for the purposes of this Letter,
we compare the field strengths to typical values in the umbra
and refer to strong magnetic fields as those between 3-5 kG,
and superstrong magnetic fields as those stronger than 5 kG,
following Castellanos Durán (2022).

BLBs appear as bright regions between two umbrae with
opposite magnetic polarities. The polarity inversion line is
generally located along the long axis of a BLB, and therefore
δ-sunspot groups are the only places where these features ex-
ist. There is some evidence of BLBs being formed by the
coalescence of sunspots of opposite polarity (e.g., Zirin &
Wang 1993), but the mechanism by which they form remains
unclear.

To our knowledge, there is only one statistical study of
sunspots with strong magnetic fields that uses archival data,
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by Livingston et al. (2006). This study included 55 ARs
with magnetic fields over 4 kG, five had magnetic fields over
5 kG, and one active region appeared on February 28, 1942
(AR 7378) with a maximum field strength of 6.1 kG (Liv-
ingston et al. 2006). However, Livingston et al. (2006)’s
archive study relied on spectroscopic data at low spatial and
spectral resolution and focused mainly on umbrae. In the
present Letter, we present another such statistical study, but
this time of the strongest magnetic field in BLBs using spec-
tropolarimetric observations and state-of-the-art inversions
of the radiative transfer equation.

One of the first clear detections of strong magnetic fields
in BLBs was reported by Okamoto & Sakurai (2018), who
measured 6.2 kG using the Milne-Eddington approximation
to model the observations. However, due to gradients in the
magnetic field and line-of-sight velocities with height, this
BLB exhibits complex Stokes profiles. Castellanos Durán
et al. (2020) reanalysed the same observations with the help
of advanced 2D coupled inversions (van Noort 2012; van
Noort et al. 2013) that account for the smearing of the in-
formation by the telescope’s point-spread function (PSF) and
height gradients of the atmospheric parameters. These au-
thors have not only confirmed the presence of superstrong
fields, but they found an even larger maximum value of 8.2
kG in the deepest layer sampled by the Fe I 630 nm line pair
(Castellanos Durán et al. 2020).

Recent MHD simulations of δ-sunspot groups also found
magnetic fields exceeding 6 kG in a highly sheared BLB (To-
riumi & Hotta 2019; Hotta & Toriumi 2020).

All the recent studies about strong magnetic fields focused
on AR 11967 and AR 12673 (e.g., Okamoto & Sakurai 2018;
Wang et al. 2018; Lozitsky et al. 2022; Schuck et al. 2022;
Liu et al. 2023). The presence of strong fields was clearly
established in these publications for these regions, with some
authors suggesting that these two regions were “special” in
some way (e.g., Sun & Norton 2017). Both ARs are among
the largest during solar cycle 23, and AR 12673 hosted the
largest X-class flare of the cycle (e.g., Yang et al. 2017;
Verma 2018). The current work presents evidence that the
appearance of strong to superstrong magnetic fields is com-
mon in ARs with δ-spots, as all BLBs in such spots (in our
sample) contain strong fields and a very large fraction contain
superstrong ones.

BLBs have an intensity similar to penumbrae, with tem-
peratures higher than the dissociation temperature of typi-
cal molecules found in sunspots. Therefore, observations of
these regions are not affected by molecular blends. Also, ob-
servations of BLBs have a larger signal-to-noise ratio than
those obtained in umbrae. These two facts make the results
of inversions of the spectropolarimetric data more reliable.
In this study, we aim to establish how rare or common the
superstrong fields observed in BLBs are, such as those found
in AR 11967 or AR 12673, are. We search for such fields in
the archive of the Solar Optical Telescope Spectropolarimeter
(SOT-SP; Ichimoto et al. 2008; Tsuneta et al. 2008; Lites &
Ichimoto 2013) onboard Hinode (Kosugi et al. 2007). Specif-
ically, we used the MODEST catalogue, which covered 13 yr
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Figure 1. Characteristics of Hinode/SOT-SP scans harbouring
BLBs. Panel (a) shows the smoothed daily sunspot number (grey
line). Yellow diamonds mark all scans as part of the MODEST sam-
ple. Green circles indicate the observation days when BLBs were
found. Histograms show the number of Hinode/SP scans of BLBs
within a given µ–range (b), the number of times a BLB was scanned
(c), and the number of BLBs per sunspot group (d).

at the time this work started of Hinode observations starting
in 2006 (see Castellanos Durán et al. 2024, for further de-
tails).

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA PROCESSING

Spectropolarimetric inversions of ARs with sunspots are
taken from the MODEST catalogue. When we started work-
ing on BLBs, the catalogue comprised 869 inverted spec-
tropolarimetric scans of 78 ARs taken by Hinode/SOT-SP.
Data were recorded between 2006 December 8 and 2019 July
27. Yellow diamonds in Fig. 1a show the time stamps of the
MODEST inversions, starting at the end of solar cycle 23
and covering most of cycle 24. MODEST uses spatial scans
produced by SOT-SP onboard Hinode. The MODEST sam-
ple contains a disproportionately high number of δ-sunspot
groups (Castellanos Durán et al. 2024), making it ideal for
the present study. Hinode/SOT-SP records the full Stokes
spectrum (I(λ),Q(λ),U(λ),V(λ)) at a spectral sampling of
21.5 mÅ of the Fe I line pair at 6301.5 Å and 6302.5 Å,
whose Landé factors are 1.67 and 2.5, respectively.

The MODEST inversions were performed using the spa-
tially coupled version of the SPINOR code (Solanki 1987;
Frutiger et al. 2000; van Noort 2012; van Noort et al. 2013).
SPINOR assumes local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE)
and accounts for spatial smearing due to the telescope PSF.
Atmospheric parameters vary with height: we set three op-
tical depth nodes at log10 τ = (−2.0,−0.8, 0) for the tem-
perature, magnetic field strength, inclination and azimuth,
and line-of-sight velocity. Microturbulence is assumed to be
height independent. For further details on the MODEST cat-
alogue, see Castellanos Durán et al. (2024).

Recent investigations have highlighted the importance of
considering non-LTE (NLTE) effects on the formation of
solar iron lines (Smitha et al. 2020, 2021, 2023). The
synthetic Stokes profiles showed significant changes when
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Figure 2. Bipolar light bridges and observed Stokes profiles along a cut through the BLBs. The left two columns show the continuum images
of the AR and a zoom-in into the BLBs, outlined by the green contours. Arrows point towards disk centre. The µ-value and time is given for
the centre of each scan. The four columns on the right show the Stokes I, Q, U, and V spectra, respectively, along the dashed line in column 2.
The Stokes profiles are saturated at ±5%. The yellow ticks show the Zeeman splitting (∆λZeeman = 4.67 × 10−13geff λ0B) for a magnetic field of
0, 3, and 6 kG.
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Figure 3. Observed Stokes profiles at selected positions (blue star in the ROI column) within the BLBs and their MODEST fits. The left two
columns show the continuum images of the AR and a zoom-in into the BLBs (green contours). Arrows point towards disk centre. The four
columns on the right show the observed Stokes I, Q, U, and V (gray dots). The blue lines show the best fit obtained with the spatially coupled
inversion. The ticks on the top show the Zeeman splitting for a magnetic field of 0, 3, and 6 kG. The wavelength position of the ticks take into
account Dopplershifts at log10 τ = −0.8. The magnetic field strength at the same node is written in the third column.
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treated in NLTE. Nonetheless, for the simulation investigated
by Smitha et al. (2020), where the errors in atmospheric
parameters produced by neglecting NLTE effects were es-
timated, NLTE induced errors in the field strength amounted
to values below 30 G for sufficiently strong fields (B > 1 kG).
Supplementary work is still needed to fully assess how NLTE
effects impact the retrieved atmospheric conditions in the low
solar atmosphere, but the work of Smitha et al. (2020) sug-
gests that departures from LTE are unlikely to influence our
main results or conclusions.

3. RESULTS

We systematically searched for BLBs in the MODEST cat-
alogue and identified 98 separate BLBs as part of 51 individ-
ual sunspot groups. Once a BLB was identified, we searched
for all Hinode/SOT-SP scans that observed the same fea-
ture, independently of its evolutionary state. A total of 448
Hinode/SOT-SP scans that contained BLBs were identified
and analysed. A total of 66.3% (65/98) of BLBs were ob-
served on more than one scan. In addition, in some cases
multiple BLBs could be traced in a single Hinode/SOT-SP
scan, depending on the complexity and size of the AR and the
solar area covered by the scan. This led to 630 BLB scans, of
which many were multiple observations of the same BLBs.

Figure 1 summarizes Hinode/SOT-SP scans where BLBs
were found regardless of their magnetic configuration. BLBs
with strong magnetic fields were observed during all phases
of the solar cycle. This is similar to the finding of Livingston
et al. (2006) that sunspot umbrae with strong fields were
found at all activity cycle phases. Figure 1b indicates that
BLBs were more commonly seen at larger µ–values, where µ
is the cosine of the heliocentric angle. The µ–values range
from 1 to 0.41, and scans containing BLBs with µ-values
greater than 0.8 accounted for 56.5% (253/448). This distri-
bution results from the observation strategy. Hinode/SOT-SP
mainly observes sunspots near the disk center to reduce fore-
shortening and other undesired effects at the limb. Figure 1c

shows that most BLBs were found in multiple Hinode/SOT-
SP scans, with a few having been scanned many times.
δ-sunspot groups with two adjacent opposite-polarity um-

brae within the same penumbra may host at least one BLB. In
addition, over the evolution of an AR, multiple BLBs might
appear (and disappear again) within it. Out of the 51 ARs,
24 of them (47%) host multiple BLBs, while only 10 of them
(19.6%) have more than two BLBs (see Figure 1d). In this re-
spect the record holders are AR 11515 and AR 12297 where
we counted seven BLBs each throughout their passage on
the solar disk (see Appendix B). Also, some BLBs split dur-
ing their evolution into two fragments. As a result, in these
cases, we counted as one BLB the structure prior to frag-
mentation and as two new BLBs the structures after frag-
mentation. Similarly, when two BLBs merged into one, each
was counted individually. In both cases, merging or frag-
mentation, the opposite-polarity umbrae remain separated by
a BLB (see Appendix C). It is important to note that the
MODEST sample of ARs was selected mainly to cover the
most complex ARs. However, even in this sample, 34.6%
(27/78) of ARs do not contain BLBs (compare green and yel-
low symbols in Fig. 1a).

Figure 2 shows a few representative examples of BLBs.
The first two columns display the continuum images of the
entire Hinode/SOT-SP scan and the zoom into the region of
interest (ROI). The BLBs are outlined by a green contour in
the ROI (also in Fig. 3). The strong intensity gradient be-
tween the BLB and the umbra makes it easy to draw this
contour line towards the adjacent umbrae on both sides. The
end points of the BLB along the main axis connect smoothly
to the adjacent penumbra, making an exact determination
of their position challenging. Since the location of these
end points is of low relevance for the analysis presented in
this Letter, they were traced manually. The four rightmost
columns of Fig. 2 present the observed Stokes profiles along
the spectrograph slit, which at least partly covers the BLB.
All Stokes I profiles show completely split Zeeman compo-



6 Castellanos Durán et al

Penumbra
Umbra
BLB

log10τ=0

a

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
continuum intensity

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8
m

a
g

n
e

ti
c

 f
ie

ld
 s

tr
e

n
g

th
 (

k
G

)

log10τ=−0.8

b

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
continuum intensity

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

log10τ=−2

c

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
continuum intensity

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

1200
2400
3600
4800
6000
7200
8400
9600

100
200
300
400
500
600
700
800
900

3
6
9
12
15
18
21
24

Figure 5. Magnetic field strength at three optical depths, as marked in panels (a)-(c) as a function of continuum intensity. Colours refer to
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BLBs BLBs BLBs

Threshold (log10 τ = 0) (log10 τ = −0.8) (log10 τ = −2.0)

3.0 kG 100% 100% 87.8%

3.5 kG 100% 96.9% 61.2%

4.0 kG 100% 84.7% 31.6%

4.5 kG 99.0% 49.0% 19.4%

5.0 kG 93.9% 27.6% 11.2%

6.0 kG 68.4% 10.2% 4.1%

Table 1. Percentages of BLBs with at least four adjacent pixels
with magnetic field strengths larger than a threshold. Rows display
thresholds ranging from 3 to 6 kG. Columns 2–4 represent magnetic
fields in the bottom node, middle node, and the top node, respec-
tively. Percentages are given with respect to the 98 BLBs studied
here.

nents at the location of the BLBs in the magnetically more
sensitive Fe I line at 6302.5 Å.

Figure 3 shows the full Stokes vector for selected pixels
arising within the BLBs (gray stars in second column). The
polarisation signals are large, with several Stokes profiles
exceeding the 10% level. The presence of strong magnetic
fields within BLBs is confirmed directly by the large Zee-
man splitting of the Stokes profiles in 98.3% of the 630 BLB
scans. The blue lines show the fits achieved by the spatially
coupled inversions, which reproduce the observations very
well.

Ninety-seven out of 98 BLBs contain, in at least one
Hinode/SOT-SP scan, magnetic fields stronger than 4.5 kG
at τ = 1. For the middle and top nodes the percentage
of fields stronger than 4.5 kG decreases to 49% (48/98) and
19.4% (19/98), respectively. Table 1 summarises the number

of BLBs showing the percentages of BLBs harbouring field
strengths above thresholds ranging from 3 to 6 kG. Fig 10 in
Appendix D presents the response functions (RFs) to a per-
turbation of B as a function of optical depth. The RF calcula-
tion reveals that the retrieval of B at the three-node positions
is robust.

The MODEST inversions reveal that the magnetic field
strength is largest near the centres of the light bridges along
their long axis, where they are furthest from the surrounding
penumbra, at the sides adjacent to the two opposite-polarity
umbrae. Fig. 4 shows the continuum images of extracted
BLBs, where the location of strong magnetic fields larger
than 3 kG within BLBs are shaded red. We also checked the
magnetic field strengths in the umbrae directly next to the
locations of the strongest fields on the BLBs. In the places
where a reliable determination of the umbral field is possible
(i.e., where there are no or only weak molecular lines blend-
ing the Stokes signals), we confirm typical umbral values in
the range of 2.5–4.0 kG, clearly lower than the superstrong
fields in the BLBs.

In Figs. 5a–5c, we compare the magnetic field strength at
three optical depths against the normalised continuum inten-
sity for umbrae (green), penumbrae (blue), and BLBs (red)
for all 630 BLBs used in this study. The continuum inten-
sity has been normalised such that it is unity for average
quiet Sun in the surroundings of the sunspot. The shaded
areas represent intensity histograms constructed from all in-
dividual spatial pixels of the corresponding feature within
the Hinode/SOT-SP scan that hosts the BLB(s). Figure 4
illustrates that magnetic fields greater than 3 kG might not
cover the entire mask used to isolate BLBs. To determine
the strongest fields in each BLB, the green, blue, and red
symbols are used to represent the average B values of among
the strongest 25% of the pixels within the whole umbrae
and penumbrae in the SOT-SP scan, and the BLBs, respec-
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tively. Averages taken with the strongest 50% of pixels do
not change the results.

Figures 5a–5c show that these regions form three clearly
separated populations, with almost no overlap. The mean
magnetic field inside BLBs is systematically higher than in
umbrae, with their continuum intensities being similar to
those in penumbral regions. The magnetic field strength
in the BLBs decreases significantly more rapidly with op-
tical depth than the umbral and penumbral magnetic field
strengths. The average vertical change of the magnetic field
strength in BLBs is at least twice as large as the average verti-
cal change in the penumbra and umbra (see Fig. 6 and Tab. 2).

It is worth mentioning that the spectral lines of the di-
atomic CaH and TiO molecules do not allow for a reliable
magnetic field strength determination in the very cold um-
brae (see Fig 11 of Castellanos Durán et al. 2024, Berdyug-
ina (2011)). For continuum intensities below 0.15, the um-
bral population is therefore likely to be incomplete and even
stronger umbral magnetic fields remain undetected. How-
ever, these undetected strong fields would enhance the al-
ready present upward pointing tail of the umbral distribution
in the deeper layers at very low intensity values, and there-
fore would clearly be separated from the population of super-
strong fields in BLBs.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Regions within sunspot groups harbouring stronger mag-
netic fields than the umbra have so far been considered excep-
tional cases (e.g., Tanaka 1991; Okamoto & Sakurai 2018;
Castellanos Durán et al. 2020; Lozitsky et al. 2022). We
show here that the presence of extremely strong magnetic
fields is rather common in BLBs, i.e., most δ-sunspots are
expected to harbour very strong fields in the light bridges
separating their opposite-polarity umbrae.

The presence of strong magnetic fields within BLBs can
be directly measured by the Zeeman splitting of the ob-

served Stokes profiles. The detailed atmospheric conditions
within BLBs were obtained by applying spatially-coupled in-
versions assuming LTE conditions to the spectropolarimetric
data, yielding excellent fits to the observed spectra (Fig. 3).

The superstrong magnetic fields in BLBs form a very dis-
tinct population in the magnetic field strength vs. continuum
intensity diagram. The average magnetic field strengths in
this population at the deepest observable layer is between 3
and 6 kG, with individual pixels clearly exceeding this value.
The magnetic field strength in the BLB population decreases
significantly faster with height than for the umbral popula-
tion.

The high continuum intensities, and therefore the high
temperatures of BLBs compared to the adjacent umbrae in-
dicate that convection persists even in the presence of su-
perstrong magnetic fields (Fig. 5), indicating the presence of
magnetoconvection processes in a new regime, namely very
strong fields combined with magnetoconvection that is highly
effective in transporting energy. BLBs thus appear to be the
best pathway to probing this largely unexplored magnetocon-
vection regime (see Hotta & Toriumi 2020).

The frequent occurrence of superstrong fields in complex
active regions may have implications for our understanding
of solar active regions, possibly able to store larger amounts
of magnetic energy than previously assumed.

We thank the anonymous referee for insightful comments that en-
hanced the clarity of our paper for a wider audience. This project
has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC)
under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innova-
tion program (grant agreement No. 101097844 – project WIN-
SUN). Hinode is a Japanese mission developed and launched by
ISAS/JAXA, with NAOJ as a domestic partner and NASA and
UKSA as international partners. It is operated by these agencies
in cooperation with ESA and NSC (Norway).

APPENDIX

A. VERTICAL CHANGE OF THE MAGNETIC FIELD
WITHIN BIPOLAR LIGHT BRIDGES

BLBs exhibit a larger increase in magnetic field strength
with optical depth than penumbrae or umbrae (see Fig. 5; the
optical depth increases into the Sun). To determine whether
this behaviour is a common feature of BLBs, we plot in Fig. 6
the vertical change of the magnetic field strength (∆B) for
BLBs, penumbrae, and umbrae as a function of the contin-
uum intensity. Each symbol represents one of the 630 BLB
scans, as well as the umbrae and penumbrae associated with
these scans. ∆B was estimated by subtracting the magnetic
field strength at a lower node (larger optical depth) from that
at a higher node. The three populations for the umbrae,
penumbrae and BLBs are well separated. The average ∆B
in BLBs is at least twice as large as the ∆B in the penumbrae
and umbrae. However, for a few BLBs this is not the case.

Table 2 summarizes the average differences for the three
populations. The mean ∆B for the umbra and penumbra
ranges between 0.16 and 0.5 kG with a standard deviation up
to 0.1 kG. For BLBs, the mean ∆B is 1.3 kG, and the scatter
is more prominent with a standard deviation up to 0.5 kG.

B. EXAMPLES OF ARS WITH SEVERAL BIPOLAR
LIGHT BRIDGES

Multiple BLBs belonging to the same AR might appear
at different phases of its evolution rather than necessarily all
together. There are also complex ARs that host more exotic
magnetic field configurations that harbour several BLBs at
the same time. Typical examples are AR 11967 (Fig. 7, top)
and AR 12297 (Fig. 7, bottom). Blue circles mark BLBs that
appeared at the same time on different parts of these.
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Figure 6. Vertical change of the magnetic field between nodes as a function of continuum intensity. Colours refer to penumbrae (blue), umbrae
(green), and BLBs (red). Each BLB scan is represented by a symbol.

Feature
B(log10 τ = 0) − B(log10 τ = −2) B(log10 τ = 0) − B(log10 τ = −0.8) B(log10 τ = −0.8) − B(log10 τ = −2)

(kG) (kG) (kG)

Penumbra 0.48 ± 0.05 0.32 ± 0.04 0.16 ± 0.03

Umbra 0.5 ± 0.1 0.24 ± 0.06 0.28 ± 0.08

BLB 1.3 ± 0.4 0.8 ± 0.3 0.5 ± 0.2

Table 2. Average change of the magnetic field between node positions depending on the solar feature within the sunspot group.

C. EXAMPLES OF THE FRAGMENTATION AND
COALESCENCE OF BIPOLAR LIGHT BRIDGES

The temporal evolution of BLBs shows that some fragment
into two parts during their lifetime. Also, some BLBs merge
as they evolve. In this appendix, we provide examples of
BLBs that either fragmented or merged.

Fragmentation mainly occurs in long BLBs, such as the
one hosted by AR12673 (Fig. 8). The left panel of Fig. 8
shows a long hooklike BLB. Then, the BLB elongates,
stretches, and takes on a sigmoid shape (middle panel). Fi-
nally, the northern part of the BLB breaks off, producing a
new delta spot. The fragmentation of the original BLB leads
to the formation of two individual BLBs (right panel). In the
temporal evolution, the connectivity of the LB changes to an-
other region, but the two opposite polarities never coexist in
direct contact.

Figure 9 presents an example of two merging BLBs. A
positive polarity umbra appears in between two negative po-
larity umbrae. Two BLBs form, one on either side of the
positive polarity umbrae (top row). As time passes, the re-
gion’s complexity decreases, and the two BLBs merge into
one. The polarity of this feature is consistent throughout the
whole passage of the AR on the disk. The images in Fig. 9
show the transit of the AR from the eastern hemisphere to the
western hemisphere. Again, the two opposite-polarity um-
brae never coexist in direct contact. In both cases, merging
or fragmentation, the opposite-polarity umbrae remain sepa-
rated by a BLB.

D. RESPONSE FUNCTION TO CHANGES IN B

We calculated the response function (RF) to changes of
B of the Iron pair at 6301.5 Å and 6302.5 Å for a typical
BLB pixel harbouring a magnetic field larger than 5 kG (see
Fig 10). Panels (10a) and (10b) show the RFs of the Stokes
profiles I and V . There is a non-vanishing response at optical
depth equal to zero and even below. Panel (10c) illustrates
the contribution to the total RF of Stokes I, where the ver-
tical lines mark the node positions of MODEST inversions.
The total RF of Stokes I quickly rises between log10 τ = 0
and -0.7. The middle node of our inversions is located close
to the maximum contribution, and there is a significant con-
tribution above log10 τ = −2. The computed RFs to the mag-
netic field confirm that the Stokes measurements are sensitive
to the magnetic field at the location of all three nodes. The
retrieved high values at log10 τ = 0 are therefore not an error
introduced by the extrapolation of the inversion code into a
depth layer without response to magnetic fields, but likely to
be real. Additional support comes from the fact that multi-
ple such regions, with different-looking Stokes profiles, show
similar strong magnetic fields over a spatially coherent region
larger than the PSF of the telescope.

Furthermore, if we assume that the field in the lower node
would mainly be influenced by the field in the middle node,
then the fact that it is almost always larger in the lowest node
compared with the middle node would be difficult to explain.
In this case, the value in the bottom node would fluctuate
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Figure 7. Continuum image (left) and magnetogram (right) of AR 11967 (top) and AR 12297 (bottom). Blue circles mark the locations of
BLBs that appeared at the same time on different parts of this AR.

around that of the middle node and would not be consistently
higher.
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