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Abstract
A major open issue concerning the active Sun is the effectiveness with which magnetic
reconnection accelerates electrons in flares. A paper published by Nature in 2022 used
microwave observations to conclude that the Sun is an almost ideal accelerator, energizing
nearly all electrons within a coronal volume to nonthermal energies. Shortly thereafter,
a paper published in Astrophysical Journal Letters used hard X-ray measurements of the
same event to reach the contradictory conclusion that less than 1% of the available electrons
were accelerated. Here we address this controversy by using spatially resolved observations
of hard X-ray emission and a spectral inversion method to determine the evolution of the
electron spectrum throughout the flare. So we estimated the density of the medium where
electrons accelerate and, from this, the ratio of accelerated to ambient electron densities.
Results show that this ratio never exceeds a percent or so in the cases analyzed.

1 Main
The standard “thick-target” model [1–3] of solar flares involves the acceleration of electrons
high in the corona by electric fields associated with magnetic reconnection; the electrons
subsequently propagate down to the thicker regions of the chromosphere where they eventually
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thermalize. Bremsstrahlung collisions of the accelerated electrons, predominantly on ambient
ions, lead to the emission of hard X-rays, and synchrotron radiation is produced as the
accelerated electrons spiral around the magnetic field lines. Coulomb collisions, predominantly
electron-electron, lead to the transfer of the accelerated electron energy into heat, resulting
in both increased temperatures and pressure enhancements that drive dense chromospheric
material upward into the coronal portion of the loop. The combined effects of increased
temperature and increased coronal density produce the observed enhancements in thermal X-
ray emission from extended coronal loops. The observed properties of hard X-ray, microwave,
and soft X-ray radiation (see, e.g., [4]) lend strong support to this model and thus establish
that the energy release mechanism that triggers a solar flare involves a powerful electron
accelerator.

One approach to computing the effectiveness of the electron acceleration process involves
evaluating the ratio between two quantities: the average1 number density 𝑛acc (cm−3) of the
accelerated electron population that produces hard-X-rays, microwaves and heating, and the
average number density 𝑛target of the available electrons in the ambient plasma. Two recent
results have provided dramatically different estimates of this quantity. On the one hand,
spatially resolved observations of thermal and non-thermal electrons in a solar flare, inferred
from microwave observations [5], reached the conclusion that a solar flare can accelerate
nearly all the electrons within a relatively large coronal volume; on the other hand, hard X-ray
observations for the same event [6] led to the contradictory conclusion that only a very small
fraction (∼< 1%) of the electrons in the region was accelerated.

Since hard X-rays are produced primarily by bremsstrahlung collisions of accelerated
electrons on ambient protons (which, by quasi-neutrality, have the same number density as
electrons) the hard X-ray flux from a given volume is proportional to the product 𝑛acc×𝑛target;
without additional information, only this product (cf. equation (7) of ref. [6]) can be deduced.
In this study, we provide this additional information. Specifically, we used observed spatial
properties of hard X-ray emission and a collisional model of electron transport, to deduce
the target density 𝑛target independently, thus disentangling the product 𝑛acc × 𝑛target and
providing the values of both 𝑛acc and 𝑛target. From this follows a reliable estimate of the ratio
𝑛acc/𝑛target and hence the effectiveness of solar flares as electron accelerators.

Our approach involved three main elements:

1. Hard X-ray observations of loop-shaped flares provided by the Spectrometer/Telescope for
Imaging X-rays (STIX; [7]) onboard the ESA Solar Orbiter mission. Native STIX data
represent spatial Fourier components of the emitted X-ray flux collected at fixed spatial
frequency points.

2. A computational approach [8] to imaging spectroscopy that is based on inverse problem
theory. This method produces maps of the accelerated electrons responsible for the X-ray
emission that are smoothed over a range of electron energies. Accordingly, the electron
spectra constructed from these maps are regularized, which allows straightforward and
reliable inference of their evolution with position throughout the flare volume.

3. Finally, the application of a collisional electron transport model to the variation of the
electron flux spectrum with position leads to an estimate of the average target density

1Both the accelerated number density 𝑛acc and the target number density 𝑛target below may vary both within the field of view
and along the line of sight. The “average” quantities used herein reflect both.
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Event Time Interval (UT) GOES Class Energy Range (keV)
Thermal Non-Thermal

SOL2023 − 01 − 10T22 22:44:24 – 22:46:24 X1.1 10–12 22–25
SOL2023 − 06 − 08T20 21:07:00 – 21:09:00 C1.5 10–12 22–25
SOL2024 − 03 − 07T11 11:58:00 – 12:00:00 C6.3 10–12 22–25
SOL2024 − 06 − 10T04 04:08:34 – 04:10:34 C5.9 10–12 22–25
SOL2024 − 06 − 24T11 11:45:19 – 11:47:19 M1.5 10–12 22–25
SOL2024 − 07 − 04T12 12:34:00 – 12:36:00 C4.5 10–12 22–25

Table 1 Parameters of the events considered in this study and illustrated in Figures 1. For each event the table
contains the time interval of STIX observations, the flare GOES class, and the two energy ranges used to construct
the hard X-ray contours in Figure 1.

𝑛target. This independent evaluation of 𝑛target allows each of the terms in the product
𝑛acc × 𝑛target, and hence their all-important ratio 𝑛acc/𝑛target, to be determined.

Analysis of several flares observed by STIX showed that the quantity 𝜂 ≡ 𝑛acc/𝑛target
assumes values that depend on the flare involved, but that are not correlated with the intensity
of the flare. Rather, 𝜂 decreases with the mean target density 𝑛target, which we show to be
an expected feature of models involving acceleration by relatively weak, large-scale, electric
fields. This robust measure of the acceleration efficiency is typically around a few percent,
and never exceeds 2% for any of the events considered in this study.

2 Results
2.1 STIX data
The approach used requires events, selected from the STIX database, that present a clearly
visible loop shape, so that the variation of the electron spectrum along the magnetic field lines
that define the loop axis can be discerned. Suitable events are also characterized by more than
3000 counts at photon energies higher than 25 keV, to provide a sufficiently high signal-to-
noise ratio. Finally, the event should preferably be at a position on the Sun that is also visible
from the Earth, in order to leverage morphological information from the Atmospheric Imaging
Assembly (AIA; [9]) onboard the Solar Dynamics Observatory (SDO). We selected the six
flares shown in Figure 1, which illustrates the position on the Sun for each event, together
with the corresponding STIX light-curves. STIX count level contours were obtained using
the visibility-based MEM GE [10] image reconstruction method. Three of these events (left
side of Figure 1) were also observed by AIA, and for these the hard X-ray contours have been
superimposed onto the AIA 1600 �̊� maps. For the other three events, Figure 1 provides only
the hard X-ray contour maps. Table 1 provides selected details of the flares.

2.2 Spatially resolved electron spectra agree with the standard flare
model

We analyzed the STIX visibilities via an imaging spectroscopy method [8] that exploits the
linearity of both the inverse spatial Fourier transform and the photon → electron spectral
inversion procedures to perform them in the reverse order: spectral, then spatial. First, the
count visibilities represented in the native STIX data are spectrally inverted, using the fully
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Fig. 1 The six flares considered in this study are shown from the reference field of view of Solar Orbiter at the time of
each observation. For each event, the left panels show the STIX light-curves in the count energy bands shown; the top
right panels show the hard X-ray flux contours obtained by applying the MEM GE image reconstruction method to the
STIX 10-12 keV (thermal) data (red) and 22-25 keV (non-thermal) data (blue); the bottom right panels illustrate the
positions of Solar Orbiter and the Earth with respect to the emission region. The three events on the left of the Figure
were also observed by AIA, and the hard X-ray level contours have been superimposed onto the 1600 Å EUV maps.

relativistic, isotropic, Bethe-Heitler BN bremsstrahlung cross-section [11], to obtain the cor-
responding visibilities of the electron flux. Then, MEM GE is applied in the electron domain,
using the electron flux visibilities as input. Since the initial spectral inversion process is per-
formed by means of a regularization method, the resulting electron flux images necessarily
vary smoothly with energy, and “stacking” these images thus allows a reliable determination
of the electron flux spectrum at each location in the image. Figure 2 provides an example of
the results obtained by this approach, for the 2024 March 7 event. The pixel content of each
map in the left panel of this figure corresponds to the quantity F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸), equal to the mean
electron flux spectrum 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) (electrons cm−2 s−1 keV−1) in a specific electron energy
channel and in that pixel, weighted by the target column density 𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦) ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦) of the
hard X-ray source along the line of sight, i.e.,

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) = 𝑎2 𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦) ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) , (1)
where 𝑎 is the conversion factor from arcsec to cm (= 7.25 × 107 𝑅, where 𝑅(AU) is the
Sun-spacecraft distance).
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We point out that the events studied here all have a spatial structure that exhibits a loop-
like structure over a wide range of electron energies, as for the 2024 March 7 event (and as
for the flare described in [12]). Thus, for all events considered for this study, the density in
the coronal source is sufficiently high that a substantial fraction of the hard X-rays are emitted
from the corona, and the observed visibilities can accurately determine the coronal component
of the hard X-ray emission. It follows that the electron maps produced from such data permit
an evaluation of the shape of the electron flux spectrum in a direction along the projection of
the loop on the plane of the sky.

In the 28-32 keV map at the top right panel of Figure 2, seven positions are shown,
superimposed on the reconstructed electron flux distribution. The bottom panels show the
electron flux spectra at each of these positions, where the colors of the spectra match the
colors of the selected locations. The large central area in which the thermal component of the
emission is dominant (see the locations denoted with the 𝑋 symbol in the panel) is taken to
represent the electron acceleration site, while the other points (see the locations denoted with
1, 2, 3, and 4 in the panel) are in the “target” region through which the accelerated electrons
subsequently propagate. As the distance from the acceleration site increases, the electron flux
generally decreases in magnitude, and the local maximum in the non-thermal portion of the
spectrum shifts to higher energies. Both these behaviors are consistent with a scenario in which
the X-ray-emitting electrons are slowed by interaction with ambient electrons, with an energy
loss rate that decreases with energy, so that there is a progressive depletion of the low energy
part of the distribution, with only the most energetic electrons able to reach large distances
from the acceleration site. This scenario is confirmed for all the events selected in this study.

2.3 The accelerated electron fraction never exceeds a few percent
The acceleration/target scenario illustrated in the previous subsection may be modeled colli-
sionally. The injection of a power-law spectrum of electrons 𝐹 (𝑠𝑜; 𝐸) = 𝐴𝐸−𝛿 at position 𝑠𝑜
into a target of average density 𝑛target, in which the electrons lose energy at a rate given by
the form appropriate to Coulomb collisions [13], viz. 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝑠 = −4𝜋 𝑒4 lnΛ 𝑛target/𝐸 (where
𝑒 is the electronic charge and lnΛ the Coulomb logarithm), results in a spatial variation of the
electron spectrum throughout the target, with the form

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) = 𝐴 𝐸(
𝐸2 + 𝐸2

stop(𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜)
) (𝛿+1)/2 (2)

where 𝐸stop =
√︁
4𝜋 𝑒4 lnΛ 𝑛target (𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜) is the energy that an electron must have at injection

to (just) reach the point 𝑠. Consistent with the electron spectra inferred from the STIX hard X-
ray data (Figure 2), such a spectrum exhibits a local maximum at an energy 𝐸max = 𝐸stop/

√
𝛿,

which increases like
√︁
𝑛target (𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜).

Convolution of the spectrum in equation (2) with a finite acceleration region of length 𝐿
gives a spectrum of the form

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) = 𝐴
∫ 𝐿/2

𝑠𝑜=−𝐿/2

𝐸(
𝐸2 + 2𝐾 𝑛target |𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜 |

) (𝛿+1)/2 𝑑𝑠𝑜 . (3)

Fitting expression (3) to the shapes of the forms of the spectra F (𝑠; 𝐸) inferred from the STIX
data (Figure 3) thus allows a determination of the mean target density 𝑛target, and hence,
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Fig. 2 Imaging spectroscopy analysis performed in the electron domain for the March 7 2024 flare. The left panel
contains 13 electron flux maps reconstructed from STIX visibilities at 13 electron energy channels. The top right
panel highlights seven positions in the loop in the 28-32 keV energy range. The bottom right panel shows electron
flux spectra corresponding to the three crosses in the acceleration region (left panel) and the four positions where the
Coulomb collisional model is applicable active.

using Equation (1), the local electron flux spectrum 𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸). If we further introduce the mean
accelerated electron number density spectrum (electrons cm−3 keV−1):

𝑑𝑛acc

𝑑𝐸
(𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)

𝑣(𝐸) =

√︂
𝑚𝑒

2 𝐸
𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) , (4)

it follows from equations (1) and (4) that

𝑑𝑛acc

𝑑𝐸
(𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) 𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦) =

√︂
𝑚

2𝐸

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)
𝑎2 ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦) =

5.3 × 10−10√︁
𝐸 (keV)

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)
𝑎2 ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦) . (5)

With the mean ambient target density 𝑛target already determined from analysis of the electron
spectrum evolution with position, as described above, the accelerated electron number spec-
trum 𝑑𝑛acc/𝑑𝐸 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) can be straightforwardly calculated from the STIX data. (Since we
have no direct information on ℓ, the extent of the source along the line of sight, we assumed a
roughly circular loop cross-section and simply take ℓ to be the same as the width of the loop
structure on the plane of the sky.) The accelerated number density (cm−3) at position 𝑠(𝑥, 𝑦)
along the loop is then found from 𝑛acc(𝑠) =

∫
(𝑑𝑛acc/𝑑𝐸) (𝑠; 𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 . The integration limits

were taken to be from a low-energy cutoff of 20 keV, with an upper limit at 45 keV, because
of the unreliable nature of the inferred electron spectrum at higher energies.
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Fig. 3 Regression analysis of the spatially-resolved spectra at non-thermal energies. The data points represent the
electron spectra for the March 7 2024 event at the selected points within the loop. Fits to the non-thermal part of
the spectrum, following equation (3), with 𝐿 = 5.2 × 108 cm, are shown as dotted lines, with the color of the line
matching the color used to define the points 1, 2, 3, and 4 in Figure 2. Note the strong thermal component at low
energies; the data points at those energies were not used for the fit.

Acceleration Region Parameters Acceleration Efficiency

Event 𝐿 (cm) ℓ (cm) 𝑇 (K) 𝑛target (cm−3) 𝑛acc (cm−3) 𝜂

SOL2023 − 01 − 10T22 7.1 × 108 5.0 × 108 2.2 × 107 1.2 × 1010 1.8 × 108 0.015
SOL2023 − 06 − 08T20 4.4 × 108 1.0 × 109 1.5 × 107 1.1 × 1010 2.5 × 107 0.002
SOL2024 − 03 − 07T11 5.2 × 108 5.0 × 108 1.7 × 107 1.6 × 1010 1.9 × 107 0.001
SOL2024 − 06 − 10T04 1.1 × 109 9.0 × 108 2.0 × 107 8.5 × 109 7.6 × 107 0.009
SOL2024 − 06 − 24T11 4.0 × 108 6.0 × 108 1.4 × 107 3.6 × 1010 5.0 × 107 0.001
SOL2024 − 07 − 04T12 1.0 × 109 8.0 × 108 1.8 × 107 1.9 × 1010 4.5 × 107 0.004

Table 2 Model parameters for each event. The first four columns contain the date of the event and the length,
width, and temperature of the homogeneous region at the top of the loop structure, identified as the acceleration
region. The final three columns give the mean target density and accelerated number density, deduced from fitting
the spatial variation of the electron spectrum, and finally the inferred value of the ratio 𝜂 = 𝑛acc/𝑛target.

With the values of 𝑛acc and 𝑛target thus determined, we can now obtain the value of
the ratio 𝜂 = 𝑛acc / 𝑛target. This is a measure of the efficiency with which the primary
energy release mechanism accelerates electrons to deka-keV nonthermal energies, and its
value imposes very significant constraints on the mechanism responsible for accelerating the
hard-X-ray-producing electrons.
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Table 2 shows the results obtained. In each row we give the date of the event, and then
in the next three columns the properties of the acceleration region, identified as the region of
roughly homogeneous (thermal) X-ray intensity near the apex of the loop (see Figure 2):

• 𝐿 (cm), its length, converted from arcseconds on the plane of the sky using the distance 𝐷
(AU) between Solar Orbiter and the Sun at the time of the event;

• ℓ (cm), its transverse width; and
• 𝑇 (K), its temperature, deduced by fitting the STIX photon spectrum for that region with a

form appropriate to an isothermal source.

The last three columns contain first the value of 𝑛target (cm−3), obtained from fitting the
electron spectra in the remaining parts of the source, as a group, to the cold target collisional
model (see subsection 4.4 in the “Methods” section for details). Then, we give the accelerated
number density 𝑛acc, obtained from the intensity of the hard X-ray flux observed by STIX,
using equation (5) with the value of ℓ from column 3. Finally, the last column contains the
acceleration efficiency 𝜂 = 𝑛acc/𝑛target.

2.4 Acceleration rate decreases with target density
Results in Table 2 can be interpreted by means of a wide range of possible acceleration
mechanisms [14–18]. However, since at a fundamental level all electron acceleration occurs
under the action of a local field E in the electron’s frame, we choose here to characterize the
acceleration mechanism through the value of this fundamental accelerating electric field E.

We shall therefore interpret the results of Table 2 in the context of a simple acceleration
model that invokes an accelerating electric field E and a collisional drag force characterized
by a collision frequency with the 1/𝑣3 velocity dependence appropriate to Coulomb collisions
[19]. As shown in Section 4.3, in such a scenario only electrons with a velocity 𝑣 > 𝑣crit =√︁
𝑣th (E𝐷/E) are accelerated, where 𝑣th is the thermal speed =

√︁
2𝑘𝐵𝑇/𝑚𝑒 (where 𝑘𝐵 is

Boltzmann’s constant, 𝑇 the ambient temperature and 𝑚𝑒 the electron mass), and E𝐷 is the
Dreicer [20] field:

E𝐷 ≃ 4 × 10−5
(𝑛target/1010 cm−3)

(𝑇/107 K) V cm−1 . (6)

The fraction 𝜂 of the ambient population that is accelerated is obtained by integrating a
Maxwellian distribution over velocities 𝑣 > 𝑣crit, so that (see Section 4.3) for a given electric
field E,

𝜂 =
1

2
erfc

([
E𝐷

E

]1/2)
≃ 1

2
erfc

([
𝑛target

𝑛𝑜

]1/2)
. (7)

Here erfc(𝑧) is the complementary error function and we have assumed that the density in the
acceleration region is comparable to the density 𝑛target in the remainder of the loop structure.
The constant parameter2 𝑛𝑜 = 𝑘𝐵𝑇 E/2𝜋𝑒3 lnΛ ≃ 2.5 × 109 E−5 𝑇7, with E−5 the electric
field in units of 10−5 V cm−1 and 𝑇7 the temperature in units of 107 K.

2Physically, 𝑛𝑜 is the density for which the collisional drag force on an electron moving at the thermal speed (corresponding to
temperature 𝑇) is equal to the force associated with the applied electric field E, so that the applied field is equal to the Dreicer field
E𝐷 for the ambient medium.
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Fig. 4 Scatter plots of the acceleration efficiency parameter 𝜂 versus 𝑛target, the pixel-averaged electron number
density in the target. Each symbol is related to a particular event and each color refers to a different position within
that event. The curve shows the fit to equation (7), with 𝑛𝑜 = 5 × 109 cm−3.

Figure 4 shows a scatterplot of 𝜂 versus 𝑛target for the flares studied, confirming the
expected generally decreasing trend of 𝜂 with 𝑛target. This result is entirely plausible: from
an observational viewpoint, a larger target density requires a smaller density of accelerated
electrons to produce a given hard X-ray intensity, while from a theoretical viewpoint, a large
target density increases the collisional drag force, so that a given applied field will accelerate
a smaller fraction of the ambient population. Fitting Equation (7) to the plotted points gives
𝑛𝑜 ≃ 5 × 109 cm−3, corresponding, for a temperature 𝑇 ≃ 107 K, to an electric field strength
E ≃ 2 × 10−5 V cm−1.

3 Discussion
Although in this study we have considered only six events, there is still a large enough range
of parameter values in Table 2 to discuss the meaning and reliability of the results described in
the previous section. The variation of 𝜂 with 𝑛target predicted by equation (7) (Figure 4) allows
us to construct a self-consistent scenario for the acceleration of electrons in the solar flares
studied. An electric field of∼2×10−5 V cm−1 operates in a medium of density∼1.5×1010 cm−3

and temperature ∼107 K, corresponding (equation (6)) to a Dreicer field ∼6 × 10−5 V cm−1.
Acting over an acceleration length 𝐿 ∼> 109 cm, such an electric field accelerates electrons to
∼> 20 keV, consistent with the energies of hard-X-ray-producing electrons. The applied electric
field is about a third of the Dreicer field, so that it accelerates ∼0.5% of the ambient population
(equation (7)), giving an accelerated particle density ∼108 cm−3. Such a density, injected
into a target of density 1.5 × 1010 cm−3, produces a hard X-ray flux that is consistent with
observations (equation (5)).

However, the most significant result of this study is that in all the events studied the value
of 𝜂 lies in the range 0.001∼< 𝜂 ∼< 0.015: the acceleration efficiency is in general less than a
percent, and only a fraction of a percent in some cases, consistent with the conclusions in [6].
Given the importance of this result, and the significant difference between it and the claims
in [5] of an efficiency 𝜂 ≃ 1, it is worth commenting on the robustness of our conclusions.
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To that end, we would point out that the treatment here requires a bare minimum of modeling
assumptions.

First, the derived electron spectra follow straightforwardly from the hard X-ray visibilities
observed by STIX, requiring only knowledge of the bremsstrahlung cross-section used in
the spectral inversion. For the non-relativistic photon and electron energies considered here,
possible deviations from the isotropic cross-section used have a negligible effect on the inferred
electron spectrum (cf. Figure 4 of [21]).

Second, the inferred target density is determined by applying an energy loss model for the
accelerated electrons that is characterized by the most basic (and unavoidable) of processes,
namely Coulomb collisions on ambient electrons.

Finally, given a target density, determination of the accelerated number density requires
only knowledge of the emitted hard X-ray flux from the region into which the electrons are
injected, which is well determined from the STIX hard X-ray data.

In contrast, the conclusions in [5] involve interpretation of microwave observations, which
requires a number of assumptions about, for example, the magnetic field configuration in the
emitting region and the angular distribution of the accelerated electrons, both of which are
generally unknown. Further, as noted in [6], microwave emission is produced primarily by
mildly relativistic electrons, so that determination of the overall accelerated electron number
requires extrapolation of the electron spectrum over a considerable energy range. Hard X-ray
observations indicate that the steep spectra commonly inferred from microwave observations
do not continue down to the lower energies where the bulk of the accelerated electron popu-
lation resides, and such a spectral flattening at low energies would greatly reduce the inferred
density in acceleration electrons. It follows that there is room for far greater uncertainty in the
result derived in [5].

We conclude that while solar flares clearly do accelerate electrons, they do so with
only modest efficiency, with less than a few percent of the ambient population undergoing
acceleration to nonthermal energies.

4 Methods
4.1 The STIX imaging concept
The Spectrometer/Telescope for Imaging X-rays (STIX) [7] is a hard X-ray imaging instrument
mounted on the Solar Orbiter cluster, launched by the ESA in February 2020. The main scien-
tific goal of STIX is to determine the intensity, spectrum, timing and location of accelerated
electrons during solar flares. STIX hardware consists of 30 detectors recording X-ray photons
in the range 4 - 150 keV. The X-ray flux incident on each detector is modulated by means of
a bi-grid collimator, the configuration of which creates the superposition of two spatial mod-
ulations, named a Moiré pattern, with each pattern characterized by a specific vector in the
two-dimensional spatial frequency domain [22–24]. The intensity and phase of each Moiré
pattern provides amplitude and phase information on the corresponding spatial Fourier com-
ponent of the incoming flux (termed, following convention in the radio astronomy domain, a
“visibility”). The 30 visibilities measured by STIX can be used to reconstruct an image of the
flaring X-ray emission using a regularized discrete Fourier transform inversion, in practice
carried out using an image reconstruction method that is tailored to the sparse nature of the
available information in the spatial frequency domain [10, 25–29].
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4.2 Electron maps
We define the mean source electron spectral flux map 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) (electrons cm−2 s−1 keV−1)
by performing a density-weighted average of the electron flux along the line of sight 𝑧 (cm):

𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) =

∫ ℓ (𝑥,𝑦)
𝑧=0

𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧; 𝐸) 𝑑𝑧∫ ℓ (𝑥,𝑦)
𝑧=0

𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) 𝑑𝑧

≡ 1

𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦) ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦)

∫ ℓ (𝑥,𝑦)

𝑧=0

𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧; 𝐸) 𝑑𝑧 , (8)

where (𝑥, 𝑦) (each in arcsec units) is a point in the image plane, ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦) (cm) is the extent of
the source along the line of sight, and 𝑛target and 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧; 𝐸) are the local density (cm−3)
and the electron flux spectrum (electrons cm−2 s−1 keV−1), at point (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) in the source.
Since the source is optically thin at X-ray energies, the corresponding photon spectral map
𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖) (photons cm−2 s−1 keV−1 arcsec−2) is simply [30]

𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖) =
𝑎2

4𝜋𝑅2

∫ ∞

𝐸=𝜖

∫ ℓ (𝑥,𝑦)

𝑧=0

𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧; 𝐸)𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 𝑑𝑧

=
𝑎2

4𝜋𝑅2
𝑛target(𝑥, 𝑦) ℓ(𝑥, 𝑦)

∫ ∞

𝐸=𝜖

𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 , (9)

where 𝑅 (cm) is the distance from the source to the instrument, 𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) (cm2 keV−1) is the
cross-section3 for photon emission, differential in photon energy 𝜖 , and 𝑎 = 𝑅/206265 =

1.5 × 1013𝑅/206265 = 7.25 × 107 𝑅 cm arcsec−1 is the conversion factor from arcseconds to
cm, 𝑅 being the distance from the source to the observer in astronomical units (AU). Using
equation (1) in equation (9) leads to the following, more compact form, for 𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖):

𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖) = 1

4𝜋𝑅2

∫ ∞

𝐸=𝜖

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 . (10)

The relationship between a differential count visibility𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) (counts cm−2 s−1 keV−1),
recorded by STIX at count energy 𝑞, and the corresponding photon images 𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖)
(photons cm−2 s−1 keV−1 arcsec−2) at different photon energy values 𝜖 is given by [8]

𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) =
∫
𝑋

∫
𝑌

∫ ∞

𝜖=𝑞

𝐷 (𝑞, 𝜖) 𝐼 (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝜖) 𝑒2𝜋𝑖 (𝑢𝑥+𝑣𝑦) 𝑑𝜖 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 , (11)

where the spatial integrals extend over the entire field of view of the instrument and 𝐷 (𝑞, 𝜖)
is the (almost diagonal) detector response matrix corresponding to the generation of counts
with energy 𝑞 by photons of energy 𝜖 .

3The form of the quantity 𝑄 (𝜖 , 𝐸 ) depends on the emission process being considered. In principle, this could include a host of
emission processes, such as gyrosynchrotron emission, inverse Compton emission, free-bound emission, and bremsstrahlung. We here
take the form of 𝑄 (𝜖 , 𝐸 ) as that corresponding to bremsstrahlung, and we use the isotropic form of the cross-section in [11].
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Combining equations (10) and (11) leads to

𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) = 1

4𝜋𝑅2

∫
𝑋

∫
𝑌

∫ ∞

𝜖=𝑞

∫ ∞

𝐸=𝜖

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) 𝐷 (𝑞, 𝜖)𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) 𝑒2𝜋𝑖 (𝑢𝑥+𝑣𝑦) 𝑑𝐸 𝑑𝜖 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦

=
1

4𝜋𝑅2

∫
𝑋

∫
𝑌

∫ ∞

𝐸=𝑞

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) 𝐾 (𝑞, 𝐸) 𝑒2𝜋𝑖 (𝑢𝑥+𝑣𝑦) 𝑑𝐸 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 ,

(12)

where the differential count cross-section 𝐾 (𝑞, 𝐸) (cm2 keV−1) is defined as

𝐾 (𝑞, 𝐸) =
∫ 𝐸

𝜖=𝑞

𝐷 (𝑞, 𝜖)𝑄(𝜖, 𝐸) 𝑑𝜖 . (13)

Finally, we introduce the set of differential electron flux visibilities (electrons cm−2 s−1 keV−1)

𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝐸) =
∫
𝑋

∫
𝑌

F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) 𝑒2𝜋𝑖 (𝑢𝑥+𝑣𝑦) 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦 , (14)

which correspond to the Fourier transforms of the electron map at the measured spatial frequen-
cies {(𝑢𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖)}30𝑖=1. Combining equations (12) and (14) gives the following relationship between
the differential count visibilities 𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) and the corresponding electron flux visibilities:

𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) = 1

4𝜋𝑅2

∫ ∞

𝑞

𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝐸) 𝐾 (𝑞, 𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 . (15)

Equation (15) is the fundamental result that forms the basis for the reconstruction method
introduced in [8] for use with data from Fourier-transform based imaging instruments such as
RHESSI [31] and STIX [7]. The electron flux visibilities𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝐸) can be retrieved from the
observed count visibilities𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) by inverting equation (15) via any regularization method
for spectroscopy [e.g., 32–34] and the electron spectral maps for different energies F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸)
can then be constructed by applying standard image reconstruction methods [e.g., 35] to the
set of electron visibilities {𝑊 (𝑢𝑖 , 𝑣𝑖; 𝐸)}30𝑖=1. We note that as a result of the regularized spectral
inversion procedure used to generate the electron visibilities 𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝐸), the electron maps
F (𝑥, 𝑦; 𝐸) vary smoothly with energy 𝐸 (unlike the count visibilities 𝑉 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝑞) on which
they are based, which suffer from uncorrelated statistical noise in successive count energy
channels). In addition, because bremsstrahlung photons at energy 𝜖 are produced by electrons
at all energies 𝐸 > 𝜖 , the electron visibilities 𝑊 (𝑢, 𝑣; 𝐸) can be determined up to energies 𝐸
greater than the maximum count energy observed [36]. These features of the electron maps are
crucial elements in establishing the reliability of the analysis performed in the present study.

4.3 Electron Acceleration Model
We consider a simple acceleration model that invokes a large-scale magnetic-field-aligned
electric field E. Under the combined action of such an electric field and a drag force represented
by a collision frequency 𝜈 that is a decreasing function of velocity (∝ (𝑣th/𝑣)3, appropriate to
the drag force due to Coulomb collisions with ambient electrons [19]), the equation of motion
for a test electron in a target of average density 𝑛target and temperature 𝑇 is
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𝑚𝑒 ¤𝑣 = 𝑒 E − 𝑚𝑒 𝑣 𝜈𝐶

( 𝑣th
𝑣

)3
= 𝑒 E −

4𝜋𝑒4 𝑛target lnΛ

2𝑘𝐵𝑇

( 𝑣th
𝑣

)2
, (16)

where 𝑒 (esu) is the electronic charge, 𝑣th =
√︁
2𝑘𝐵 𝑇/𝑚𝑒 is the thermal speed and the collision

frequency for electrons moving at the thermal speed is 𝜈𝐶 = 4𝜋𝑒4 𝑛target lnΛ/𝑚2
𝑒 𝑣

3
th, with

lnΛ ≃ 25 the Coulomb logarithm. It follows that

𝑚𝑒 ¤𝑣 = 𝑒
[
E − E𝐷

( 𝑣th
𝑣

)2]
, (17)

where E𝐷 is the Dreicer [20] field:

E𝐷 =
2𝜋𝑒3 𝑛target lnΛ

𝑘𝐵𝑇
≃ 4 × 10−5

(𝑛target/1010 cm−3)
(𝑇/107 K) V cm−1 , (18)

and, in the last equality, we have used 1 statvolt ≃ 300 V. Equation (17) shows that for electrons
with velocity

𝑣 > 𝑣crit = 𝑣th

(
E𝐷

E

)1/2
, (19)

the force due to the applied field exceeds the collisional drag force; such electrons are therefore
accelerated. Furthermore, as they gain speed, the collision frequency and drag force both
decrease, resulting in runaway acceleration under the action of the applied field E. The fraction
𝜂 of the ambient population that suffers runaway acceleration is obtained by integrating a
Maxwellian distribution over velocities 𝑣 > 𝑣crit:

𝜂 =
𝑛acc

𝑛target
=

∫ ∞
𝑣crit

𝑒−𝑣
2/𝑣2

th 𝑑𝑣∫ ∞
−∞ 𝑒

−𝑣2/𝑣2
th 𝑑𝑣

=
1

2
erfc

(
𝑣crit

𝑣th

)
=

1

2
erfc

([
E𝐷

E

]1/2)
≃ 1

2
√
𝜋

√︂
E
E𝐷

𝑒−E𝐷/E . (20)

Here erfc(𝑧) is the complementary error function and in the last two steps we have used
Equation (19) and formula 7.2.14 of [37], valid for 𝑣crit ∼> 2 𝑣th (i.e., E ∼< 0.25 E𝐷).

4.4 Collisional Energy Loss Model
We shall initially make the assumption (that will be tested a posteriori) that the electron maps
inferred from STIX data derive from a cold-target collisional energy loss model, in which
electrons are accelerated in a well-defined “acceleration region” and lose energy as they stream
through the remainder or the flare volume. In a “cold target” approximation (i.e., one in which
the electrons in question have energies much greater than the mean thermal energy of the
electrons in the ambient target), the electrons suffer a systematic energy loss rate with respect
to distance 𝑠 traveled, according to [13, 38]

13



𝑑𝐸

𝑑𝑠
= −

𝐾 𝑛target(𝑠)
𝐸

, (21)

where 𝐾 = 2𝜋 𝑒4 lnΛ ≃ 2.6 × 10−18 cm2 keV2. The solution of Equation (21) is

𝐸2(𝑠) = 𝐸2
𝑜 − 2𝐾 𝑁 (𝑠) ≡ 𝐸2

𝑜 − 𝐸2
stop(𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜) , (22)

where 𝐸𝑜 is the electron energy at the injection point 𝑠 = 𝑠𝑜, 𝑁 (𝑠) = 𝑛target (𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜) is the
column density (cm−2) along the electron trajectory, 𝑛target is the average value of the target
density over the range [𝑠𝑜, 𝑠], and 𝐸stop(𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜) =

√︁
2𝐾 𝑛target (𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜) is the initial energy

required for an electron to (just) reach position 𝑠, a distance (𝑠−𝑠𝑜) from the point of injection.
The electron flux continuity equation

𝐹 (𝐸) 𝑑𝐸 = 𝐹 (𝐸𝑜) 𝑑𝐸𝑜 (23)
[see, e.g., 13, 38, with scattering neglected], combined with the relation 𝑑𝐸𝑜/𝑑𝐸 = 𝐸/𝐸𝑜

(from Equation (22) at fixed 𝑠), gives, for an accelerated electron spectrum 𝐹 (0; 𝐸) = 𝐴 𝐸−𝛿 ,

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) = 𝐴 𝐸(
𝐸2 + 𝐸2

stop(𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜)
) (𝛿+1)/2 . (24)

Many of the images show evidence of an extended, quasi-homogeneous, region near the
top of the loop, suggesting that the acceleration of the energetic electrons extends over a
significant volume, so that the point-source expression of Equation (24) must be generalized
to accommodate an extended volume of injection sites 𝑠𝑜. As discussed in [39–41], this can
be done in two essential ways:

1. Assume that the acceleration process dominates over collisional losses within the accel-
eration region, so that collisional losses only commence once the electrons have left the
acceleration region. Under such an assumption, Equation (24) generalizes to (for 𝑠 > 0)

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) =

𝐴 𝐸−𝛿 : 𝑠 < 𝑠𝑜

𝐴 𝐸(
𝐸2+𝐸2

stop (𝑠−𝑠𝑜 )
) (𝛿+1)/2 ; 𝑠 > 𝑠𝑜 . (25)

2. Assume that both acceleration and collisional slowing occur simultaneously in the accel-
eration region. The electron flux spectrum as a function of position is then obtained by
convoluting the spectrum (24) with a distribution of accelerated spectra, of (perhaps)
spatially-varying amplitude: 𝐹𝑜 (𝐸, 𝑠𝑜) = 𝐴(𝑠𝑜)𝐹𝑜 (𝐸), so that [cf. Equation (19) of 39]

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) =
∫ ∞

𝑠𝑜=−∞
𝐴(𝑠𝑜)

𝐸(
𝐸2 + 2𝐾 𝑛target( |𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜 |)

) (𝛿+1)/2 𝑑𝑠𝑜 . (26)

Here we take 𝐴(𝑠𝑜) in the “square” form 𝐴(𝑠𝑜) = 𝐴 ( |𝑠𝑜 | ≤ 𝐿/2), leading to

𝐹 (𝑠; 𝐸) = 𝐴
∫ 𝐿/2

𝑠𝑜=−𝐿/2

𝐸(
𝐸2 + 2𝐾 𝑛target |𝑠 − 𝑠𝑜 |

) (𝛿+1)/2 𝑑𝑠𝑜 , (27)

which is equation (3) in the text.
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5 Data and code availability
The Interactive Data Language (IDL) code used to reconstruct electron maps
and spectra from STIX data is available at https://github.com/theMIDAgroup/STIX
VisibilityInversionSoftware. The STIX data analyzed in this paper can be downloaded from
the STIX Data Center at https://datacenter.stix.i4ds.net
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