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ABSTRACT

The elemental abundance of ICMEs and solar wind near 1 au is often adopted to represent the
abundance in the corresponding coronal sources. However, the absolute abundance of heavy ions
(relative to hydrogen) near 1 au might be different from the coronal abundance due to the ion-proton
differential speed (V;p). To illustrate the V;, characteristics and explore whether it influences the
absolute abundance analysis for ICMEs and solar wind, we perform a statistical study on the Vj,
for He?t, CF, O%*, and Fe't in both ICMEs and solar wind based on measurements of Advanced
Composition Explorer. The results show that the V;, is negligible within ICMEs and slow solar wind
(< 400 km s~1), while obvious in the intermediate (400 — 600 km s~!) and fast wind (> 600 km
s71). Previous studies showed that the V;, in ICMEs keeps negligible during propagation from 0.3 to
5 au, but in solar wind it increases with the decreasing heliocentric distance. Therefore, it might be
questionable to infer the absolute abundance of coronal sources through in-situ abundance near 1 au
for solar wind. Fortunately, the ion-oxygen (O®*) differential speed (V;,) is negligible for He?*, C5F,
and Fe'%t within both ICMEs and solar wind, and previous studies suggested that the V;, does not
vary significantly with the heliocentric distance. This indicates that various heavy ions always flow
at the same bulk speed and their relative abundance (relative to oxygen) near 1 au can represent the
coronal abundance for both ICMEs and solar wind.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Interplanetary coronal mass ejections (ICMEs) are
the counterpart of coronal mass ejections (CMEs,
Forbes et al. 2006; Chen 2011; Webb & Howard 2012) in
the interplanetary space (Gopalswamy 2006; Jian et al.
2006; Manchester et al. 2017). CMEs are often associ-
ated with eruption of hot channels (e.g., Zhang et al.
2012; Cheng et al. 2013; Song et al. 2014) or solar
filaments (e.g., Song et al. 2018; Cheng et al. 2020;
Wang et al. 2023). Solar wind is the continuous flow
of charged particles from the Sun and usually is divided
into slow and fast wind (McComas et al. 2003; Ofman
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2010; Vidotto 2021). Both ICMEs and solar wind
play significant roles in space weather (e.g., Zhang et al.
2003, 2007; Xu et al. 2019) and are important research
topics in solar and space physics.

One important research field about ICMEs and solar
wind is their elemental abundance of heavy ions, includ-
ing the absolute abundance (relative to hydrogen) and
relative abundance (generally relative to oxygen) (e.g.,
Lepri et al. 2013; Zurbuchen et al. 2016; Owens 2018;
Song & Yao 2020; Song et al. 2021b). We can acquire
the elemental abundance of ICMEs directly by means
of the measurement of spacecraft near 1 au, with which
to infer their plasma origin. For example, an ICME
induced by the filament eruption arrived at the vicin-
ity of the Earth on 1998 May 1. Researchers ana-
lyzed the elemental abundance of the filament such as
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Fe/O, Mg/O, and Si/O. They found that these abun-
dances are close to the corresponding photospheric val-
ues (Song et al. 2017; Lepri & Rivera 2021), supporting
that the filament plasma originates from the chromo-
sphere/photosphere (Wang et al. 2018, 2019) instead of
corona.

For the solar wind, researchers usually trace the
parcels measured near 1 au back to the 2.5 Rg
source surface via the ballistic mapping assuming a
constant bulk speed of solar wind, then map them
back to the magnetic footpoints on the solar surface
(Neugebauer et al. 1998, 2002, 2004) through the po-
tential field source surface model (Altschuler & Newkirk
1969; Schatten et al. 1969). With this two-step mapping
procedure, Zhao et al. (2017) categorized the solar wind
into different types according to their coronal source re-
gions, then examined and compared their relative abun-
dances. Fu et al. (2018) performed a statistical compar-
ison on the absolute abundance of helium and the alpha-
proton differential streaming (V,,) for solar wind from
coronal holes, active regions, and quiet-Sun regions.

The V,, in solar wind was reported for the first time
in 1970s (Robbins et al. 1970; Formisano et al. 1970).
Since then, it has been investigated intensively by ana-
lyzing different spacecraft observations at various helio-
centric distances from <0.1 to ~5.4 au (Marsch et al.
1982; Neugebauer et al. 1996; Durovcové et al. 2017;
Alterman et al. 2018; Mostafavi et al. 2022, 2024;
Ran et al. 2024). The observations showed that the V,
in solar wind decreased continually with increasing dis-
tance from the Sun until ~4.2 au at which no significant
differential streaming was detected (Neugebauer et al.
1996; Reisenfeld et al. 2001). At various distances,
the V,, direction is aligned with the interplanetary
magnetic field (IMF) (Marsch et al. 1982; Kasper et al.
2008) and its magnitude keeps comparable to or lower
than the local Alfvén speed (Vy4) (Marsch et al. 1982;
Neugebauer et al. 1994, 1996; Mostafavi et al. 2022,
2024). Besides, previous studies also demonstrated that
the V,,,, is proportional to the solar wind speed. It is very
small for the slow solar wind (< 400 km s—1), while in
the fast wind (> 500 km s™1), it can be as large as 150
km s~! at 0.3 au and decreases to ~40 km s~! near 1 au
(Marsch et al. 1982). Recent observations of Parker So-
lar Probe (PSP, Fox et al. 2016) showed that the V,, in
slow wind (< 400 km s~ 1) reaches ~60 km s~! near 0.1
au, while it is still negligible around 0.3 au (Marsch et al.
1982). For the wind at speed of 500 — 600 km s~*, the
Vap is ~160 km s7! and ~110 km s~! around 0.1 au
and 0.3 au (Mostafavi et al. 2022), respectively.

Several mechanisms have been proposed to explain the
preferential acceleration and heating of alpha particles,

such as the resonant absorption of ion—cyclotron waves
(Kasper et al. 2013) and the stochastic heating caused
by low-frequency Alfvén wave turbulence (Chandran
2010). Verscharen et al. (2013) discussed the role of the
Alfvénic drift instability for the Vi, evolution in the so-
lar wind. In the meantime, the wave-particle interaction
driven by alpha-proton instabilities (Gary et al. 2000)
and the Coulomb collisions (Kasper et al. 2008) reduce
the V., down to or below the local V4. The kinetic mi-
croinstability can also limit the temperature anisotropy
of protons and alpha particles (Maruca et al. 2012). The
collisional age (A.) is the ratio of the estimated transit
time of the solar wind based on the local speed to the
time between the local Coulomb collisions. It is a useful
proxy to evaluate the importance of collisions. When
A, < 1 the plasma is collisionless; when A. > 1 the
plasma is collisionally old and Coulomb collisions reduce
the nonequilibrium features greatly (Kasper et al. 2008;
Chhiber et al. 2016; Durovcova et al. 2017).

So far, the studies of differential streaming are mainly
centered on the V,,. It is suggested that the kinetic
properties of heavy ions behave in a well organized way
under most solar wind flow conditions (von Steiger et al.
1995). The observations of ISEE-3 around the maximum
of solar cycle 21 showed that iron and silicon ions tend
to flow slower than alpha particles by ~10-20 km s—!
in the fast wind near 1 au, while no significant differ-
ential streaming exists in the slow wind (Schmid et al.
1987; Bochsler 1989). SOHO observations in 1996 (solar
minimum) displayed that iron and silicon ions tend to
lag behind oxygen ions with a speed difference of ~20
km s™t at 500 km st (Hefti et al. 1998). The Ulysses
observations, covering a time range from 1991 to 1998
and a heliocentric distance from 1.8 to 5.4 au, showed
that all heavy ion species flow with the equal bulk speed
in both slow and fast winds (von Steiger et al. 1995;
von Steiger & Zurbuchen 2006), i.e., the isotachic prop-
erty is obeyed better than the ISEE-3 and SOHO mea-
surements. Berger et al. (2011) analyzed the differential
streaming between 44 heavy ions and proton (V) for
two high-speed streams in early 2008 (solar minimum),
and found that the V;, of 35 ion species lies within the
range of +0.15 V4 around 0.55 Vy, also indicating that
different heavy ions flow at the same bulk speed.

The obvious Vj, (including V,,) in the solar wind in-
dicates that the absolute elemental abundance of heavy
ions near 1 au might be different from the coronal abun-
dance. To keep the flux conservation of various particle
species, the number-density ratio of heavy ions and pro-
tons (the absolute abundance) is related to their bulk-
speed ratio under a spherical geometry and steady state.
Therefore, the abundance of solar wind varies as the



bulk-speed ratio changes due to the Vj, variation along
the heliocentric distance. Besides, the abundance of
coronal sources can vary with time (Widing & Feldman
2001; Baker et al. 2013), and the measured heavy ions
and protons near 1 au are released at different times
due to the Vj,, which also results in the abundance dif-
ference between the corona and 1 au. While heavy ions
of solar wind might have the identical relative elemental
abundance near the Sun and Earth.

We anticipate that both the absolute and relative ele-
mental abundances of ICMEs remain unchanged during
their propagation to 1 au, as previous study demon-
strated that the V,, is negligible within ICMEs from 0.3
au to 5 au (Liu et al. 2006) and recent study also sug-
gested that the Vi, within ICMEs should be equal to
zero near the Sun (Durovcovd et al. 2017). To support
the speculation, it is necessary to conduct a systematic
and comprehensive study on both the V;, and V;, (ion-
oxygen differential streaming) within ICMEs, which is
our motivation to conduct the current study. The paper
is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the instru-
ments and methods. Section 3 presents the observations
and results. Discussions are given in Section 4 that is
followed by a summary in the final section.

2. INSTRUMENTS AND METHODS
2.1. Instruments

All of the data used in this paper are from the Ad-
vanced Composition Explorer (ACE, Stone et al. 1998)
spacecraft located at L1 point since 1997, and are avail-
able at the ACE science center'. The proton velocity is
provided by the Solar Wind Electron Proton and Alpha
Monitor (SWEPAM, McComas et al. 1998). SWEPAM
observes plasma with independent electron and ion in-
struments by means of electrostatic analyzers, and can
provide the full electron and ion distribution functions.
The 1-D bulk speed of heavy ions (He?*, C>*, O%T and
Fe!0t) are provided by the Solar Wind Ton Composition
Spectrometer (SWICS, Gloeckler et al. 1998). SWICS
is a time-of-flight mass spectrometer and can separate
the ions by their mass, charge, and energy through
a triple coincidence measurement (e.g., Gilbert et al.
2012). Here we use the updated SWICS 1.1 level 2
data that have a better accuracy (Shearer et al. 2014).
The IMF vector are provided by the ACE Magnetome-
ter (MAG, Smith et al. 1998). In this paper, the data
with 1-h time resolution are used for the three payloads.

2.2. Methods
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To analyze the alpha-proton differential flow, some
previous studies used the speed difference (V,p = |Va|—
[Vp|) directly (Asbridge et al. 1976; Neugebauer et al.
1994; Kasper et al. 2008). However, the directions
of proton and alpha velocities are usually different,
thus [Vo| — |[Vp| = 0 does not mean no differential
streaming (Durovcové et al. 2017). For this reason,
some recent studies analyzed the V., using Equation
(1) (Durovcova et al. 2017; Mostafavi et al. 2022, 2024;
Ran et al. 2024).

Vap = sign([Va| = [Vp|) - [Va — V| (1)

Note that the bold symbols denote the vectors and the
unbold symbols, the vector magnitudes.

As SWICS only provides the 1-D bulk speed of heavy
ions, which can be taken as their radial speed, and the
drift velocities are parallel to the magnetic field, we cal-
culate V;, along the field using Equation (2) following
previous studies (Reisenfeld et al. 2001; Fu et al. 2018)

Vi — Vip

Vip = cost @
where V;; and V;, are the radial speed of heavy ions
and protons, respectively, and 6 represents the angle
between the magnetic field and the radial vector. To
reduce the uncertainty, observations with 6 greater than
72.5 degrees are discarded as done in previous studies
(Reisenfeld et al. 2001; Fu et al. 2018).

As mentioned above, the Vj, (including V,,) stays
comparable to or lower then the local V4. To further
confirm this point in both ICMEs and solar wind, we
also analyze the (V;,/V4) - 100% . The V4 is calculated
according to Equation (3)

B B
Vo (Npmy, + Nomg )

Va (3)

where B is the IMF magnitude, po is the vacuum perme-
ability, N, (N4) and m, (m,) are the number density
and mass of the proton (alpha particle), respectively.

As mentioned above, we use the data with 1-h reso-
lution in the current work. Berger et al. (2011) calcu-
lated the |V,p|/Va with time resolution of 12 min, which
is similar to the result at 92-s resolution (Kasper et al.
2008). They redid the analysis at 1-h cadence and found
a decrease of the |V;,| compared to the 12-min result
(Berger et al. 2011), thus one should pay attention to
both the calculation method and the time resolution
when analyzing the differential speed.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND RESULTS
3.1. ICME Catalog



To show the V;, of ICMEs and solar wind sepa-
rately, we need find out ICMEs first from background
solar wind. Researchers identify ICMEs according to
several typical features, including enhanced magnetic-
field magnitude, smoothly changing magnetic-field di-
rection, lower proton temperature, and lower plasma
B etc (Wu & Lepping 2011).  Several ICME cata-
logs are available online based on observations of dif-
ferent spacecraft (Richardson & Cane 2010; Chi et al.
2016; Nieves-Chinchilla et al. 2018; Jian et al. 2018).
Each catalog provides the start and end time of the
ICME ejecta, which are used to analyze the V;, within
ICMEs. In this paper, we use the catalog of Richard-
son and Cane (Richardson & Cane 2004, 2010) based
on ACE measurements?, as the heavy-ion data are from
ACE/SWICS. The SWICS team provides the optimal
data from 1998 February to 2011 August, during which
the catalog lists 319 ICMEs in total (e.g., Feng et al.
2018; Song et al. 2021a; Li et al. 2023).

3.2. Distribution of the Vi,

As mentioned, the Vj, is correlated with solar wind
speed and it should be analyzed in different speed
ranges. Following previous studies (e.g., Marsch et al.
1982; Durovcové et al. 2017), we divide solar wind into
three subsets based on their bulk speed, i.e., slow
(<400 km s1), intermediate (between 400 and 600 km
s71), and fast (>600 km s™!) winds. Likewise, ICMEs
are also categorized into slow, intermediate, and fast
groups according to the average speed of each event
(Durovcové et al. 2017).

Top panels in Figure 1 present the probability dis-
tributions of the alpha-proton differential speed (V4,)
within both ICMEs (red) and solar wind (black). The
data point number (N), mean, and median are shown
in each panel. The positive V,, value means that al-
pha particles move faster than protons, while the neg-
ative value indicates that protons overtake alpha par-
ticles. Our studies show that the speed difference is
low in the slow wind with a mean about 8 km s~! as
shown in Panel (a), while it obviously increases to ~30
km s~! in the intermediate wind and ~46 km s~! in
the fast wind. Panels (b) and (c¢) show a preferred pos-
itive V4, in solar wind with speed beyond 400 km s~1.
On the contrary, the speed difference keeps negligible in
all ICMEs, regardless of their speeds, which agrees with
previous results (Durovcovd et al. 2017).

Bottom panels in Figure 1 shows the probability dis-
tributions of the alpha-proton differential speed in per-
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cent of local V4. The ratios are generally below 1 for
various solar wind velocities, which is consistent with
the WIND observations (e.g., Durovcova et al. 2017;
Fu et al. 2018) at 1 au. The measurements of PSP
(Mostafavi et al. 2022), Helios (Marsch et al. 1982), and
Ulysses (Neugebauer et al. 1996) demonstrated that the
Vap is smaller than local V4 at any heliocentric distance
from below 0.1 au to beyond 5 au.

Figures 24, with the same format as Figure 1, present
the probability distributions of the ion-proton differen-
tial speeds and the differential speeds in percent of local
V4 for carbon-proton (C°*, V,,), oxygen-proton (O5*,
Vop), and iron-proton (Fel®*, Vi), respectively. All of
them exhibit the similar distribution characteristics and
average values compared with the V,,, in Figure 1. The
Vip is negligible for all these heavy ions within ICMEs.
This suggests that the kinetic properties of heavy ions
also behave in a well organized way within ICMEs, sim-
ilar to the solar wind (von Steiger et al. 1995). To fur-
ther demonstrate this point, we show the speed differ-
ence among heavy ions (V;, = V; — V) in next subsec-
tion.

3.3. Distribution of the Vi,

Panel (a) in Figure 5 shows the probability distribu-
tions of the alpha-oxygen differential speed (V) within
ICMEs (red) and solar wind (black). The data point
number (N), mean and median are displayed in the
panel. Here they are not divided into three subsets ac-
cording to their speed, as the V,, is negligible in all
speed conditions. The means are -1.4 and 0.24 km s—!
(almost equal to zero) in ICMEs and solar wind, re-
spectively. Their medians are also very close to zero,
thus they flow at the same radial speed as expected
(von Steiger & Zurbuchen 2006). Panel (b) presents
the correlogram of the radial speeds of alpha parti-
cles versus O%" in ICMEs. The Pearson correlation
coefficient (cc) is 0.9977, and the slope of linear fit-
ting (k) is 0.9777. Panel (c¢) shows the same correlo-
gram but for solar wind, which also exhibits high cor-
relation between the two ion species. These clearly
demonstrate that the speeds of alpha particles and O%+
are equal over the full range of 300-1000 km/s flow,
agreeing with previous studies (von Steiger et al. 1995;
von Steiger & Zurbuchen 2006).

Panels (a) in Figures 6 and 7, with the same format
as Figure 5(a), present the probability distributions of
the carbon-oxygen and iron-oxygen differential speeds
(Veo and Ve, ), respectively. Both means and medians
of ICMEs and solar wind are close to zero. The slopes
of speed fitting for the ion pairs are investigated, and all
slopes are almost equal to unity. These indicate that the



C®* and Fe'®t also flow at the same speed with O%t.
Alpha particles, C**, 0%, and Fe'®t possess different
mass, charge, as well as mass-per-charge, but flow at the
same bulk speed. This implies that all heavy ions have
the identical speed within both ICMEs and solar wind
(Berger et al. 2011).

3.4. Solar Cycle Dependence of the Vj,

It has been noted the V,, is different between solar
minimum and maximum in both fast and intermediate
solar wind near 1 au (Durovcova et al. 2017), while no
obvious variation for slow wind. Our study shows that
the ion-proton speed difference is negligible in both slow
wind and ICMEs near 1 au. Therefore, it is only neces-
sary to investigate whether the solar cycle dependence of
Vip exists in the fast and intermediate wind. To explore
the solar cycle dependence, Panels (a)—(d) in Figure 8
displays the yearly average values of V,,, Vep, Vop, and
Viep from 1998 to 2011 sequentially with green (red)
denoting the fast (intermediate) wind. The bars repre-
sent the standard deviations in each year. To reduce the
influence of overlap, the dashed and solid lines are used
to represent the bars of fast and intermediate winds,
respectively.

In order to quantify the correlation relation between
Vip and solar activity level, we calculate the Spearman
correlation coefficients (cc) between yearly ion-proton
differential speeds (Vap, Vep, Vop, and Vpep) and the
yearly sunspot numbers (not shown), and present them
in each panel. The results show that all the correlation
coefficients are beyond 0.8 in both the fast and inter-
mediate solar winds. This demonstrates that the V;, in
solar wind possesses the obvious solar cycle dependence
near 1 au.

4. DISCUSSIONS

As mentioned, researchers have found the dependence
of the differential streaming on heliocentric distance in
fast solar wind. For slow wind, earlier study showed
that the Vi, is very small and it undergoes a negligible
evolution from 0.3 to 1 au according to the observations
of Helios (Marsch et al. 1982). While recent observa-
tions of PSP (Fox et al. 2016) demonstrated that the
dependence of V,, on distance is valid for slow wind
inside 0.1 au, where the V,, is larger and noticeable
(Mostafavi et al. 2022). Therefore, we suggest that the
absolute elemental abundances of both slow and fast so-
lar winds near 1 au might be different from those in
coronal sources.

Previous studies reported a correlation between the
Vap and the ratio of the Coulomb collision time
to the solar wind expansion time (Neugebauer 1976;
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Marsch et al. 1982; Neugebauer et al. 1994). When the
ratio is less than ~10, Coulomb collisions limit the
Vap (Neugebauer et al. 1994). Such conditions occur in
ICMEs, where the V,, is reduced by strong Coulomb
collisions (Liu et al. 2006). A recent survey with WIND
measurements (Durovcova et al. 2017) and our current
study with ACE data confirmed that the V,, is negli-
gible in ICMEs near 1 au. The V,, in ICMEs keeps
negligible from 0.3 au to 5 au (Liu et al. 2006), as the
Coulomb collisions are stronger inside 1 au. Besides,
Durovcovd et al. (2017) reported that the V,, within
ICMEs does not exhibit any clear dependence on the
collisional age and the ICME speed. They also sug-
gested that the V,,, did not undergo an obvious evolu-
tion along the ICME path from the Sun to 1 au through
comparing the 2D histogram of collisional age versus
Vap. This means the absolute elemental abundance of
ICMEs might keep unchanged during propagation, and
the in-situ values near 1 au can represent the abundance
of ICMEs when they are in the corona.

When solar wind or ICMEs propagate outward, their
electron density decreases rapidly with the radial dis-
tance. This leads to the freeze-in of ionic charge states
before solar wind and ICMEs enter into the interplan-
etary space (Owocki et al. 1983). Therefore, the ionic
charge states near 1 au are often adopted to infer the
evolution processes of solar wind and ICMEs in the
corona. Usually researchers use the charge state ratios of
different oxygen ions (e.g., 07 /O%T) or different carbon
ions (e.g., C6F /C5T), as well as the average charge state
of iron to infer the coronal temperature. The analyses
of charge states and relative abundances of heavy ions
should not be influenced by the differential streaming,
as both previous and our current studies suggest that all
heavy ions flow with the same bulk speed within both
ICMEs and solar wind.

5. SUMMARY

In this paper, we first conducted a statistical compar-
ison of the ion-proton differential speed (V;,) between
ICMEs and solar wind with ACE data. The results
showed that the Vj,, is negligible in ICMEs and slow wind
(<400 km s~1) but still obvious in intermediate and fast
winds near 1 au. Given that the V,, increases with the
decreasing heliocentric distance and it is also obvious
near the Sun in slow wind (Mostafavi et al. 2022), we
suggest that the absolute elemental abundance near 1
au might be different from the coronal abundance for all
types of solar winds. However, the absolute abundance
of heavy ions within ICMEs might keep unchanged dur-
ing their propagation as their alpha-proton differential
speed is negligible and does not vary significantly from
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~0.3 au to 1 au (Liu et al. 2006; Durovcova et al. 2017),
which needs to be examined further by observations of
PSP (Fox et al. 2016) and Solar Orbiter (Miiller et al.
2020) in future.

Then we analyzed the ion-oxygen differential speed
(Vio) of ICMEs and solar wind. The results showed that
the Vj, is negligible within ICMEs and all types of solar
winds, which means that the relative elemental abun-
dance near 1 au could represent the abundance of ICMEs
and solar wind when they are in the corona. All heavy
ions flowing at the same bulk speed also implies that
the charge state ratio or average charge state of heavy
ions keep unchanged after freeze-in in the corona. This
allows us to infer the freeze-in process of ionic charge
states near the Sun based on in-situ observations near 1
au. At last, our analysis demonstrated that the Vj, in

both the intermediate and fast solar winds exhibits an
obvious solar cycle dependence.
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Figure 1. (Top) Probability distributions of the alpha-proton differential speed (Va,) for slow- (a), intermediate- (b), and fast-
(c) ICMEs (red) and solar wind (black). (Bottom) Probability distributions of the alpha-proton differential speed normalized
to local Alfvén speed ((Vap/Va) -100%) correspondingly.
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Figure 2. Same as Figure 1 but for the C*T-proton differential speed (V).
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Figure 3. Same as Figure 1 but for the O%"-proton differential speed (Vop).
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Figure 5. (a) Probability distributions of the alpha-O®" differential speed (Vao) within ICMEs (red) and solar wind (black).
(b) and (c) Correlograms of the bulk speeds of alpha particle and O°" within ICMEs and solar wind, respectively. The slope
(k) of linear fitting and Pearson correlation coefficient (cc) are denoted in the Panels.
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5 but for the analysis of C5T-O°" differential speed (Vo).
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Figure 8. Solar cycle dependence of ion-proton differential speed within fast (green) and intermediate (red) solar winds from
1998 to 2011. The panels show the yearly variations of Vap (a), Vep (b), Vop (c), and Veep (d). The bars indicate the standard
deviations in each year. The Spearman correlation coefficients (cc) between the yearly V;, and sunspot numbers are denoted in
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