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Abstract

The Coronal Multi-channel Polarimeter (CoMP) has opened up exciting opportunities to probe transverse MHD
waves in the Sun’s corona. The archive of CoMP data is utilized to generate a catalog of quiescent coronal loops
that can be used for studying propagating kink waves. The catalog contains 120 loops observed between 2012 and
2014. This catalog is further used to undertake a statistical study of propagating kink waves in the quiet regions of
the solar corona, investigating phase speeds, loop lengths, footpoint power ratio (a measure of wave power entering
the corona through each footpoint of a loop) and equilibrium parameter (which provides a measure of the change in
wave amplitude) values. The statistical study enables us to establish the presence of a relationship between the rate
of damping and the length of the coronal loop, with longer coronal loops displaying weaker wave damping. We
suggest the reason for this behavior is related to a decreasing average density contrast between the loop and
ambient plasma as loop length increases. The catalog presented here will provide the community with the
foundation for the further study of propagating kink waves in the quiet solar corona.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts: Magnetohydrodynamics (1964); Quiet solar corona (1992); Solar coronal
loops (1485); Solar coronal heating (1989); Quiet sun (1322); Solar activity (1475)

Supporting material: machine-readable table

1. Introduction

The presence of MHD waves in the solar atmosphere is now
well established (e.g., Ofman et al. 1997; DeForest &
Gurman 1998; Erdélyi et al. 1998; Aschwanden et al. 1999;
Nakariakov et al. 1999; Schrijver et al. 1999; De Moortel et al.
2000; Williams et al. 2001, 2002; Goossens et al. 2002; Marsh
et al. 2002; Ofman & Aschwanden 2002; Katsiyannis et al.
2003; Wang et al. 2003; Verwichte et al. 2005; Tomczyk et al.
2007; Tomczyk & McIntosh 2009; Morton et al.
2012, 2016, 2019). Of all the MHD wave modes observed in
the solar atmosphere, some of the most interesting are the
transverse waves. They are thought to be critical in transferring
energy from the turbulent convection in the photosphere to the
solar corona.

The most common transverse wave in the corona appears to
be the kink mode (the presence of torsional modes are more
difficult to determine; however, there is some evidence for such
motions, e.g., Kohutova et al. (2020). The kink mode has, to
date, been observed in the corona in three variants: (decaying)
standing kink waves, decay-less standing kink waves, and
propagating kink waves. The standing kink waves were the
first transverse wave modes to be observed in active region
coronal loops (Aschwanden et al. 1999; Nakariakov et al.
1999), found with the Transition Region and Coronal Explorer
(Handy et al. 1999). These observations, and the launch of the
Solar Dynamics Observatory (SDO; Pesnell et al. 2012),
heralded a new era in the exploration and understanding of the
physical properties of the solar corona through standing kink
modes (Nakariakov & Kolotkov 2020). The standing kink
modes are typically observed in active region coronal loops

following an eruptive process (Stepanov et al. 2012; Zimovets
& Nakariakov 2015; Goddard et al. 2016). The excitation
mechanism of these standing kink waves is believed to be
nearby eruptions or plasma ejections (rather than a blast shock
wave ignited by a flare, as previously thought, e.g., Zimovets &
Nakariakov 2015), which leads to a displacement of the coronal
loops from their equilibrium position. These waves are found to
be rapidly damped, with the damping being attributed to the
phenomenon of resonant absorption or mode coupling (e.g.,
Ionson 1978; Hollweg 1984; Goossens et al. 2002; Ruderman
& Roberts 2002; Aschwanden et al. 2003). More recently,
Goddard et al. (2016) produced a catalog of standing kink
modes observed with the SDO Atmospheric Imaging Assembly
(AIA; Lemen et al. 2012), which was later extended by
Nechaeva et al. (2019). A study of the relationship between
damping time and amplitude indicated that a nonlinear
damping mechanism might also contribute to the observed
damping. Van Doorsselaere et al. (2021) suggested that the
observed relationship could be explained by uni-turbulence, a
form of generalized phase mixing (Magyar et al. 2019; Van
Doorsselaere et al. 2020).
Second, there has been the discovery of decay-less standing

kink wave modes (Tian et al. 2012; Wang et al. 2012;
Anfinogentov et al. 2013, 2015; Nisticò et al. 2013) in active
region loops. These low-amplitude (<1Mm) oscillations do
not appear to damp in time and are seen for several cycles. In
some cases, the wave amplitudes are shown to gradually grow
(e.g., Wang et al. 2012).
Finally, it has been demonstrated that there are persistent and

ubiquitous fluctuations in the Doppler velocities of coronal
emission lines, which propagate at Alfvénic speeds and follow
magnetic field lines (Tomczyk et al. 2007; Morton et al. 2019;
Yang et al. 2020a, 2020b). These motions have been
interpreted as propagating kink waves and have also been
observed with SDO/AIA (e.g., McIntosh et al. 2011; Thurgood
et al. 2014; Weberg et al. 2018, 2020). There have been several
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studies to reveal the properties of the propagating kink waves,
finding that the power spectra of the velocity fluctuations can
be described with a power law, and also show an enhancement
of power at 4 mHz (e.g., Tomczyk & McIntosh 2009; Morton
et al. 2015, 2016, 2019). The excitation mechanism for the
propagating waves is believed to be the random shuffling of
magnetic elements in the photosphere due to convection,
although this mechanism appears only to be able to explain the
high-frequency part of the observed power spectrum (Cranmer
& Van Ballegooijen 2005). Observational and theoretical
studies provide evidence that indicates that mode conversion of
p-modes may play a role in exciting some fraction of the
observed waves (Cally 2017; Morton et al. 2019). Moreover,
the origin of the low-frequency velocity fluctuations is still
unclear, although Cranmer (2018) suggests that reconnection
resulting from the evolution of the magnetic carpet may be the
source.

The damping and dissipation of the propagating kink waves
have not yet received as much attention as the standing modes.
In the case of the propagating kink waves, to date there has
only been a single observational case study analyzed in the
literature. Verth et al. (2010) were the first to highlight the
wave damping of the waves along the coronal loop presented in
Tomczyk & McIntosh (2009), suggesting resonant absorption
could provide a reasonable description of the observed
behavior. A number of other studies have also used the same
event for similar investigations into wave damping (e.g.,
Verwichte et al. 2013b; Pascoe et al. 2015; Tiwari et al. 2019;
Montes-Solís & Arregui 2020).

The focus of many previous studies has been on the
(decaying and decay-less) standing kink waves observed in
active regions, with many statistical studies revealing the
typical properties of these modes (e.g., Anfinogentov et al.
2015; Nechaeva et al. 2019). Given that the quiescent corona
occupies a larger volume of the Sun’s atmosphere than active
regions and is omnipresent over the solar cycle, it is vital to
understand the nature of the propagating kink waves that exist
there and the waves’ role in heating the quiescent coronal
plasma. However, to date, there has been little focus on the
propagating kink waves observed in quiescent corona. This
paper attempts to fill some of that gap in our knowledge and
provides a catalog of suitable quiescent coronal loops that can
be used for studying the propagating kink waves. In generating
this catalog, an overview of some of the typical propagating
kink wave properties in the quiescent Sun is also provided.
This paper also serves as a natural extension to the study by
Tiwari et al. (2019).

The paper is structured as follows: In Section 2 the details of
data and the analysis methods used are provided. Section 3
presents the main results and discusses the findings. The paper
is concluded in Section 4.

2. Data and Analysis

2.1. Observations

The data are obtained from the Coronal Multi-channel
Polarimeter (CoMP; Tomczyk et al. 2008), a coronagraph that
observes the off-limb corona between 1.05 and 1.35 Re. CoMP
is an imaging spectro-polarimeter, and provides images of the
corona taken at three different wavelength positions centered
on the 10747Å Fe Xɪɪɪ coronal emission line (referred to as
three-point measurements). The data were selected from CoMP

observations taken between 2012 and 2016. The data sets
consisting of more than 135 (near)-contiguous data frames are
identified by a manual inspection of the CoMP online data
archive.3 The specific dates are given in Table 2. The data sets
from each selected date have a temporal cadence of 30 s (some
with a small number of missing frames, <5%) and spatial
sampling of ∼4.5″. The Doppler velocity data products derived
from fitting a Gaussian model to the line profile from the three-
point measurements are the focus of this study. Details of the
procedure used to estimate the Doppler velocities are given in
Tian et al. (2013), and an assessment of their uncertainties is
performed in Morton et al. (2016). A time series of Doppler
velocity images of the corona is used for this study. In cases
where frames are missing, linear interpolation is performed to
fill the gaps. Further registration of the Doppler images within
each time sequence is undertaken via cross correlation, with
further details given in Morton et al. (2016).
The analysis of the propagating kink waves requires the

measurement of the wave propagation direction. Hence, a data
product called a wave angle map is also derived, which gives
the relative direction of propagation for the velocity signal
within each pixel. The basis of the wave angle calculation
requires a coherence-based approach for the analysis of the
velocity signals. General details of the method are discussed in
McIntosh et al. (2008) and particular applications to CoMP
data are discussed in Tomczyk & McIntosh (2009), Morton
et al. (2015), and Tiwari et al. (2019). The strategy is to use the
coherence between the Doppler velocity time series of each
pixel and its neighboring pixels to obtain islands of coherence
above a threshold value. The direction of wave propagation is
calculated by a straight line fit through the islands, which
minimizes the sum of perpendicular distances from the points
to the line. Performing this operation for each pixel of the
Doppler velocity images gives the wave angle map. A sample
wave angle map is shown in the center panel of Figure 1.

2.2. Selection of Loops for Study

The selection of the loops from the CoMP data is a critical
step in the analysis of the waves. For each of the data sets,
suitable systems of coronal loops are identified. A lower limit
of 50Mm is placed on the lengths of the loop systems selected,
whereby length refers to their visible length in the CoMP field
of view (FOV).4 This limit is required to preserve a high signal-
to-noise level in the Doppler velocity time series. Smaller loops
are closer to the occulting disk, where the signal suffers from a
high scattering of photons that leads to poor estimates for the
Doppler velocity and hence increased noise in time series. The
imposition of a minimum loop length also ensures an
appropriate sampling in the k direction in Fourier space, which
is required for further analysis. A few such selected loops are
shown in the right panel of Figure 1. The loops are chosen by
manually identifying closed-loop structures first in the Doppler
and intensity image sequences and later also in the wave angle
map. The closed-loop structures as arcades of loops that appear
semicircular are identified, with each leg starting near the
occulting disk.

3 https://mlso.hao.ucar.edu/mlso_data_calendar.php?calinst=comp
4 An issue with measurements of the absolute length of loops is that the
occulter on CoMP covers the solar disk out to ∼1.05 Re, meaning that it is not
possible to trace the coronal loops back to their footpoints. Hence, only the
length of the loop in the CoMP FOV is reported.
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The second criteria for loop selection require that the loops
should be oriented such that the longitudinal direction of the
magnetic field is close to being positioned in the plane of sky.
The geometry and orientation of the loops are identified by
performing magnetic field extrapolations using the potential
field source surface (PFSS; Schrijver & DeRosa 2003) soft-
ware. The PFSS extrapolations were performed using line-of-
sight magnetogram data obtained from SDO’s Helioseismic
and Magnetic Imager (Scherrer et al. 2012). The extrapolations
provide us with a schematic geometry and orientation of the
loops in the plane of sky. The extrapolated field lines visibly
agree with the loop structures observed in the coronal EUV
images obtained by SDO/AIA and with the intensity images
obtained by CoMP. Furthermore, the loops are selected to
avoid loops within the cores of active regions (i.e., rooted in or
near sunspots). Some of the trans-equatorial loops identified
were located in the extended plage region of active regions on
the visible solar disk. The observed loops are assumed to be
rooted in network regions and are not part of active region loop
systems. The left panel of Figure 1 displays the location of the
apex positions, with respect to the solar limb, of all the loops
used within this study.

Due to the low spatial resolution of CoMP, the effect of line-
of-sight integration, and projection effects, there is an issue of
disambiguation of individual loops in CoMP observations.
Hence, the focus is on the wave signals in the system of coronal
loops, as opposed to an individual structure.

2.3. Wave Parameter Estimation

For each system of coronal loops, a number of wave paths
are extracted. A wave path is defined as being a contiguous set
of pixels through the loop system, starting and finishing at the
occulting disk. A pixel is selected within the loop system, and
the wave angle map is utilized to map out a path, selecting the
subsequent pixel based on the angle of propagation. The path is
followed until the occulting disk is reached. A square boxcar
median filter of width two pixels was applied to the wave angle
map to try and suppress some of the noise and led to the
improved tracing of wave paths. The pixel locations for each
wave path are then used to extract the relevant velocities from
the Doppler velocity images for each frame in the image
sequence. A cubic interpolation maps the velocities from the

selected wave paths onto (x, t) space. For each wave path, the
neighboring five wave paths on either side of the original wave
path are also extracted. The result of this is time–distance
diagrams along the coronal loops systems. The longer loops
lead to additional issues when tracing them because the wave
angle suffers from more significant uncertainties closer to the
apex of these loops. This arises because the wave angle is being
poorly estimated near the upper boundaries of the wave angle
map, primarily due to lower signal to noise in these regions
arising from fainter coronal emission. In such cases, only the
wave path for half a loop is obtained. The half-loop length is
defined for each loop, obtained by finding the point of inflexion
for the traced trajectory of the wave path (except for the longer
loops where only a half loop is already traced).
The Doppler velocity time–distance diagram for each half

loop is subject to a two-dimensional Fourier transform. The
Fourier components are used to separate the inward and
outward components of the wave propagation and provide
velocity power spectra as a function of wavenumber-
frequency (k− ω).
The propagation speed for the waves is calculated in a

manner similar to Tomczyk & McIntosh (2009), Morton et al.
(2015, 2019), and Tiwari et al. (2019). It is straightforward to
filter either the inward or outward waves from the Fourier-
transformed Doppler velocity time–distance diagrams by
setting Fourier components equal to zero. The inverse Fourier
transform of the filtered Fourier components then provides a
Doppler velocity time–distance diagram containing only the
inward or outward propagating waves. The cross correlation
between the time series at the center of the wave path and the
neighboring time series along the path is calculated from these
filtered Doppler velocity time–distance diagrams. The location
of the peak of the cross-correlation function gives the time lag
between the signals and is determined by fitting a parabola to
the peak. The observed lags as a function of the position along
the wave path are fit with a linear function, and the gradient
gives the propagation speed of the wave.
A feature of the propagating kink waves that is of particular

interest is to estimate is the observed damping of these waves.
The damping can be measured through analysis of the power
ratio of the outward to inward propagating waves, P( f )ratio. As
mentioned, this has been performed previously by a number of
authors for a single case study (Verth et al. 2010; Verwichte

Figure 1. The left panel shows the position of all loops analyzed. The black dots correspond to the position of the loop apex. The red dashed lines represents the solar
disk. A sample observation for the loops observed on 2012 April 21 are shown in the two right panels of the figure. The center panel shows the calculated wave angle
at each pixel position, determined using a coherence-based method on each pixel of the Doppler velocity image. This wave angle serves as the guide for the tracks
shown in yellow in the right panel.
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et al. 2013b; Pascoe et al. 2015; Tiwari et al. 2019; Montes-
Solís & Arregui 2020).

The velocity power as a function of frequency for the
inward, Pin( f ), and outward Pout( f ), component of the waves
are obtained by summing the velocity power spectra in the k
direction. For each loop, the inward and outward power spectra
are averaged over the neighboring wave paths to suppress the
variability in the power spectra. From this one-dimensional
averaged wave power, the ratio of the outward to inward
power, 〈P( f )〉ratio, is determined by taking the ratio of the
power at corresponding positive and negative frequencies.

Following Verth et al. (2010), the function to model the ratio
of the power spectra is defined as follows:

( ) ( )⎜ ⎟
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠u x
á ñ =P f

P

P

L
fexp

2
, 1ratio

out

in ph

where L is the half-loop length, vph is the propagation speed
and ξ is the equilibrium parameter (or quality factor) that
provides a measure of the strength of the wave damping. The
factor Pout/Pin can be interpreted as the ratio of the power
entering the corona through each of the loop footpoints. We
note that Equation (1) is only valid when WKB conditions are
satisfied, i.e., the wavelength is less than the length scale of
inhomogeneity along the loop (see, e.g., Soler et al 2011). For a
plasma of Te≈ 1.3 MK, the scale height is H≈ 61Mm. For the
kink waves we report here, the wavelength is λ≈ 140Mm for a
wave with frequency f= 3.3 mHz. However, given these are
initial measurements of the propagating kink waves, we will
use Equation (1). The equilibrium parameter that will be
estimated can be thought of as an average value along the loop.

Estimates for ξ are obtained by fitting the model power ratio
given by Equation (1) to the data, using a maximum likelihood
approach. The associated confidence intervals on the model
parameters were estimated by utilizing the Fisher information.
For a detailed discussion on the statistics of the power ratio and
the maximum likelihood approach, see Tiwari et al. (2019, their
Section 3.4).

3. Results and Discussion

In total propagating kink waves in 120 individual quiescent
loops observed with CoMP are analyzed. For each loop,
estimates for the loop length, the propagation speed, the power
ratio at the loop footpoint (Pout/Pin), and the equilibrium
parameter (ξ) are obtained. The various parameters that were
obtained are listed in Table 2. In the following subsections, a
summary of the main properties of the propagating kink waves
is provided.

3.1. Loop Lengths

First, a summary of the typical wave-path lengths is
provided, which is used as a proxy for the loop length. In the
left panel of Figure 2, the distribution of the half-loop lengths is
shown. The half-loop lengths for the traced coronal loops are in
the range of 50–600Mm. The distribution peaks at around
150–200Mm, and most of the loops observed are between 50
and 250Mm. The number of longer loops is low, as it becomes
increasingly difficult to trace the longer loops due to the limited
FOV of the CoMP instrument. As well as the mentioned issue
with visibility of the lower portions of the loops, the observed
loop lengths suffer from projection effects, although it is hoped

that the selection criteria for the loops minimize this (see
Section 2.2). Due to the reasons mentioned above, in the case
of propagating waves, a loop length always means half the loop
length.

3.2. Propagation Speeds

The distribution of propagation speeds is shown in the right
panel of Figure 2, with the measured speeds distributed
between 200 and 800 km s−1 and peaking around
400–600 km s−1. This is consistent with the various propaga-
tion speeds reported in the literature (Tomczyk et al. 2007;
Tomczyk & McIntosh 2009; Liu et al. 2014; Morton et al.
2015; Tiwari et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020a, 2020b). The
propagation speed values obtained are averaged over the
outward and inward wave propagation speeds. There is some
evidence that the outward and inward velocities are different,
which can be explained by the presence of flows along the
coronal loops. However, the methodology for the measurement
of the wave propagation speed is currently not sensitive enough
to quantify this, apart from in extreme cases (e.g., in coronal
holes, see, Morton et al. 2015). The presence of flows leads to
modification of the resonant damping of the kink waves, as
described by Soler et al. (2011); consequently, this would
require a change in the model for the power ratio that has been
used. However, the influence of flows is neglected until they
can be inferred more readily.

3.3. Power Ratio

The power ratio factor, Pout/Pin, defined in Equation (1) is
essentially a measure of the power of the waves entering the
corona at each footpoint of the loops. The distribution of the
estimated values of power ratio is shown in the left panel of
Figure 3, and has a mean value of 1.29± 0.04. While the
footpoint power ratio does not provide any information about
the driving mechanism, it can be used as a proxy for measuring
the energy input at each footpoint of the loop. The driving
mechanism of propagating kink waves are thought to be one
that acts globally due to the ubiquitous nature of these waves
(Morton et al. 2019). Hence, one would expect that the energy
entering the corona through each footpoint will be approxi-
mately equal, unless each set of footpoints is located in regions
with dissimilar magnetic field strengths. The mean value of the
footpoint power ratio supports this hypothesis and is in
agreement with the results from previous studies (Verth et al.
2010; Tiwari et al. 2019). The scatter around the value of 1
could indicate that in some regions of the atmosphere, the
driver is weaker/stronger than in others.
However, examination of the behavior of the power ratio as a

function of the length of the coronal loop reveals the footpoint
power ratio exhibits a decreasing trend with loop length (right
panel of Figure 3). The power ratio starts at values close to 1.5
for the shorter loops and tends toward one as the loop length
increases. A potential explanation for this trend could be that,
for shorter loops, the wave power injected at each footpoint is
different, possibly due to different excitation mechanism or due
to differences in the frequency/strength of the driver. Why this
should be the case for shorter loops only is not evident.
Instead, it is suggested that the enhanced power ratio for

shorter loops is an artifact of the analysis method. If the spatial
wavelength of the oscillation is on the order of, or greater than,
the length of the wave path used in the analysis, then there can
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be a leakage of power into negative/positive values of k. As an
example, the wavelength of the kink modes is vph P, where vph
is the phase speed, and P is the period. Using the values
associated with the observed waves, a period of 300 s and
phase speed in the range of 200–600 km s−1 then gives
wavelengths in the range of 60–180Mm. Hence, the
wavelengths are comparable to the lengths of the shorter loops
selected here. The leakage of power from one quadrant of the
power spectrum to another might be able to explain the
observed deviation from 1. In future work, analysis can be
modified to negate the impact of this power leakage, which can
be avoided by fitting the power spectrum in ω–k space instead
of just frequency.

3.4. Equilibrium Parameter

Perhaps the most interesting parameter estimated here is the
equilibrium parameter or quality factor (ξ), which quantifies the
damping rate of the waves. The distribution of ξ presented in
the left panel of Figure 4 for the positive values. The values of ξ
are between 0.89 and ∼298; hence, they occupy a wide range
of values (relative to the standing modes, see Morton et al.
2021). The distribution illustrates that ∼80 % of the positive ξ
observations fall in the range of (0.89, 30). Hence, the
propagating kink waves can be strongly damped or very
weakly damped. The median value is ∼11, and a mean value of
∼18, which is greater than that found for the standing kink
modes (see, Morton et al. 2021, for a full discussion of the
importance of the observed values of the equilibrium
parameter).

It should also be noted that of the 108 loops identified and
studied, 31 of them show signs of power amplification, with a
negative value of ξ. These are observed only for short loops
(less than the half-loop length of 350 Mm). At present, it is
unclear whether these results are physical. As already
mentioned, short loops typically contain lower signal-to-noise
velocity time series due to their proximity to the occulting disk.
However, it has been shown by Soler et al. (2011) that flows
can play an important role and can lead to amplification of
waves. The amplification of waves is always in competition
with wave damping mechanisms. However, as discussed, the
values of ξ are typically large, which implies a weak damping.
Hence, in loops with weak damping, there is an improved

chance to observe any amplification that may arise from flows
or other mechanisms. These shorter loops with negative ξ need
further investigation.

3.5. Equilibrium Parameters Relationship with Half-loop
Length

Tiwari et al. (2019) gave evidence in favor of dependence
between the equilibrium parameter (ξ) and the loop length,
although there were only seven loops analyzed in that study.
The additional measurements made here enables us to examine
this dependence further. As mentioned, the loops selected for
this study correspond to loops being oriented such that the
longitudinal axes are predominantly in the plane of sky. It
implies that the longer loops reach higher altitudes in the
corona. The right panel of Figure 4 displays a scatter plot,
revealing a range of equilibrium parameters are possible for all
loop lengths. The equilibrium parameter also shows a distinct
behavior with increasing loop length. As indicated by the
results in Tiwari et al. (2019), as loop length increases, there is
an increase in the value of the damping equilibrium parameter.
In order to show this relationship, whether several simple

models of the form ˆ ( )x = f L could describe the data is
examined. The models examined were constant, linear,
quadratic, square root, and log. Each model also contained a
constant term. The models were fit to the data assuming that a
normal distribution describes the likelihood of the data; hence,
the negative log-likelihood of the form is minimized:

( ( )ˆ )
å

x x
s

- =
-

=


L

2 ln ,
i

N
i

i1

2

2

where ξi is the observed value, ˆ ( )x L is the model prediction,
and σi is the uncertainty on ξi. The out-of-sample prediction
error is estimated to test the ability of each model to describe
the data. First, leave-one-out cross validation is utilized, using
the mean value of the negative log-likelihood as a measure of
the test error. It turns out all models (except the constant) show
a similar ability to describe the data, with the quadratic and
linear models performing the best, although the difference
between the nonconstant models is small. Moreover, the
Akaike information criteria calculation supports the results

Figure 2. The left panel shows the distribution of measured half-loop lengths. The right panel corresponds to the measured phase speeds for the observed propagating
waves. The blue bars and line represent the histogram and kernel density estimate (KDE) estimates for the distributions, respectively.
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from cross validation and confirms that the constant model
performs the worst.

In the right panel of Figure 4, the results from the quadratic
model is displayed. The uncertainty on the model curve is
calculated by performing 10,000 bootstrap simulations of the
fitting procedure, then using the percentile method to estimate
the point-wise confidence intervals. The increase in ξ with loop
length is evident. It is noted that the data also appear to show
there is a lower bound to the possible values of ξ for the loops
that increases with loop length.

The implication of the increase in ξ with loop length is that
the propagating kink waves are subject to a reduced rate of
damping for longer loops. As discussed in Tiwari et al. (2019),
a physical explanation for the apparent decrease in damping
rates can be made. Assuming that resonant absorption is the
mechanism acting to provide the observed frequency-depen-
dent damping, the quality factor for kink modes is given by

( )x a
z
z

=
+
-

R

l

1

1
, 2

where R is loop radius, l is the thickness of the density
inhomogeneity layer, ζ= ρi/ρe is the ratio of the internal and
external densities of the magnetic flux tube, respectively, and α

is a constant whose value describes the gradient in density
across the resonant layer. It is suggested that the key factor in
understanding the observed behavior would be the density ratio
between the internal and external plasma. Quiescent coronal
loops should be subject to similar heating rates; hence, the rate
of associated chromospheric evaporation is similar. If this is
true, then the average density of the longer loops is likely to be
less than those of shorter loops. This will lead to the density
ratio (ρi/ρe) for longer loops being, on average, smaller than for
the shorter loops compared to the ambient plasma.

As a basic examination of this premise, the scaling laws for
dynamic loops derived in Bradshaw & Emslie (2020) are
utilized. The scaling laws are derived under the assumption that
a dynamic loop (i.e., one subject to heating) has reached a
steady state, with the sum of the static pressure and dynamic
pressure (arising from flows) being constant along the loop.
The static pressure, temperature, and density vary along the

loop, but gravity is neglected. Moreover, it is assumed that the
loops have a constant cross section along their length. The
scaling laws are likely more applicable to short loops, where
the hydrostatic scale height is on the order of the loop height.
As mentioned earlier, for a plasma of Te≈ 1.3 MK, the scale
height is H≈ 61Mm. The CoMP loops typically reach a higher
altitude than this (see Figure 2 and Table 1); hence, the
dynamic scaling laws are likely insufficient to describe the
plasma conditions in the observed loops. Nevertheless, as there
is no alternative, we use the scaling laws from Bradshaw &
Emslie (2020), but do not place too much significance on the
results.
From Equation (45) in Bradshaw & Emslie (2020), the loop

apex density, nm, is related to the heating rate, EH, by

[ ( ) ]=n c M E L ,m H
1 4 4 7

where L is the half-loop length, and c(M) is a function of the
Mach number. The heating rate is assumed constant along the
loop. We rewrite this expression in terms of the energy flux,
FH= EHL, giving,

[ ( ) ] ( )= -n c M F L . 3m H
3 4 4 7

The loop number density can be thought of as a combination of
an initial number density (n0) (due to some basal heating, EH0),
which is assumed to be equal to ambient plasma (ne), plus an
additional density, n1, from the evaporation of the chromo-
spheric/transition region due to some heating event (EH1)
associated with the loop, i.e.,

( ) ( )= +n n E n E .m H H0 10 1

The density ratio ζ can be defined as

( )z =
n

n
4m

e

( )
( )= +

´ -
-

F

Mn
L1

2.4 10
. 5H

e

4 7

15 4 7
3 71

This expression suggests that the density ratio may depend
upon the length of the coronal loop, with the over-density of
the loop decreasing as the loop length increases.

Figure 3. The left panel shows the distribution of measured footpoint power ratios after performing fitting for the observed waves. The blue bars and line represent the
distribution and KDE for the footpoint power ratio for propagating kink waves. The right panel highlights the variation of footpoint power ratio with respect to the
half-loop length. The black circles represent the footpoint power ratio, and the corresponding error bars are shown in gray.
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We then substitute the expression for ζ into Equation (2) to
estimate the quality factor as a function of loop length. To
obtain values of ξ, we require some reasonable estimates for
quiet Sun parameters. Hence, we assume that: the energy flux is
FH≈ 200 W m−2= 2× 105 erg s−1 cm−2; the electron density
is ne= 108.5 cm−3; the Mach number is 0.1 (corresponding to
flows of ∼10 km s−1); α= 2/π; and l/R= 1. The dependence
of the quality factor on loop length from the scaling law theory
is shown in Figure 4. While it does not match the curve from
the model fitting, the results support our physical explanation
for an increase in the equilibrium parameter as a function of
loop length.

It is always worthwhile drawing comparisons between
related results. To our knowledge, there is only one previous
estimate for the damping rate of Alfvénic modes in the
quiescent corona (excluding Verth et al. 2010; Tiwari et al.
2019), which was estimated in Hahn & Savin (2014).5 They
provide estimates for the damping lengths of the waves, finding
a broad distribution (up to 500Mm) with a median value
between 100 and 200Mm. In order to provide a comparison to

their results, the estimated quality factors should be converted
to damping lengths. The damping length (Ld) can be calculated
using

xl=L ,d prop

where λprop= vphP. Substituting typical values of the period
(P) of the waves observed by CoMP (100–1000 s) and the
measured phase speeds (see Table 2) in this expression given
the damping lengths. Figure 5 shows the estimated damping
lengths as a function of the period for three different values of
vph, using the median value of ξ from measurements in this
study. The damping lengths reported in Hahn & Savin (2014)
are comparable to the estimated damping lengths for the shorter
period waves from the CoMP observations (Figure 5). The
damping lengths given by Hahn & Savin (2014) will
themselves, of course, be related to waves with a particular
range of periods. However, it is not straightforward to ascertain
the periods of the waves encapsulated in the nonthermal line
widths.
A value of ξ from the information in Hahn & Savin (2014)

can also be estimated. Although the assumed values of
propagation speed, vph, are not given in Hahn & Savin
(2014), by inverting the given equation for the energy flux, F,
namely,

r d= á ñF v v ,2
ph

where 〈δv〉 is the velocity amplitude from the nonthermal
widths, gives the propagation speed. The given values of
energy flux (5.5× 105 erg s−1 cm−2), nonthermal widths
(30 km s−1), and electron density (5× 108 cm−3) are also
utilized to find vph= 550 km s−1. Hence, using the damping
lengths of 100–200Mm, the quantity ξ P= 180–360 s. The
Hinode/EIS data used in their study is integrated over 60 s.
Assuming that only waves with periods less than 60 s
contribute to the line broadening (which is a very conservative
assumption), then ξ= 3–6. These values are likely over-
estimates for their study (i.e., Hahn & Savin 2014) but are

Figure 4. The left panel shows the distribution of estimated equilibrium parameter ξ. The blue bars and line represent the estimates for the distribution from the
histogram and KDE methods, respectively. The right panel shows the dependence of the equilibrium parameter ξ on the half-loop length. The green curve shows the
maximum likelihood estimate for a quadratic function of L, with the associated confidence intervals. The pink line is the potential variation in ξ from coronal loop
scaling laws.

Table 1
Median Values of Various Characteristics of the Different Observed Kink

Modes in the Solar Corona

Properties
Damped
Standing

Damped
Propagating

Decay-less
Standing

Loop length (Mm) 324 349 190
Period (s) 7.3 K 4.2
Amplitude (Mm) 5 K 0.14
Equilibrium

Parameter
1.8 11.4 K

Kink Speed (km
s−1)

1336 483 1645

Note. In case of the propagating kink waves the loop length is calculated by
multiplying the half-loop length by a factor of 2.

5 In Hahn & Savin (2014), measurements of nonthermal line widths from
Hinode/EIS data are assumed to represent Alfvénic waves. It is likely that the
nonthermal broadening is due to the under-resolved kink waves, e.g., McIntosh
& De Pontieu (2012), Pant et al. (2019)
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broadly in agreement with the range of values found in this
study (e.g., Figure 4).

3.6. Comparison with Observations of Different Modes of Kink
Waves

Before concluding, we provide a light-touch comparison
between the properties of the propagating kink waves observed
here and the previous studies of the two standing kink modes,
i.e., damped and decay-less. The comparison is worthwhile to
highlight that the standing and propagating modes are found in
coronal loops with significantly different plasma conditions.

For the damped standing kink waves, the catalog of events
compiled by Goddard et al. (2016) and Nechaeva et al. (2019),
using data from SDO/AIA is used. All the observations from
these data sets, which did not have any associated period or
damping time information, are removed. The total number of
cases after this selection is 103 events over the course of solar
cycle 23.

In the catalog of standing kink waves, the loop length is
estimated under the assumption that the loops are close to the
semicircular shape by either measuring the projected distance
between the footpoints or by the apparent height. For each
oscillation, the amplitude of the initial displacement and initial
oscillation amplitude was given, along with the period. The
mode of the standing kink waves here is assumed to be the
fundamental.

The kink speed, which is not provided in the catalog of
Nechaeva et al. (2019), is calculated as follows:

( )w
= =c

k

L

P

4
, 6kink

where ckink is the kink speed, L is the half-loop length, and P is
the period of the waves observed. Furthermore, the equilibrium
parameter is also calculated by using the measured damping
time of the oscillations and the periods, i.e., ξ= τ/P.
For the decay-less kink waves, the catalog put together by

Anfinogentov et al. (2015, see their table A.1)6 is used. The
catalog provides a study of 71 observations of decay-less kink
waves in 21 active regions (NOAA 11637–11657) between
2012 December and 2013 January.
From both catalogs, the median values for the loop length,

period, amplitude, and kink speed (see Table 1) are shown.7

For the damped waves, the median value of the equilibrium
parameter is also presented.
In terms of the length of coronal loops that support the

oscillations, the loops studied in this paper here have a similar
distribution to those from the damped and decay-less standing
wave studies. The propagating kink wave catalog also contains
several longer loops. The reader is reminded that the loop
lengths measured by CoMP and SDO/AIA are not directly
comparable. The CoMP instrument has an occulting disk that
obscures the corona below 1.05 RSun. Hence, the measurements
for the coronal loops’ length do not begin near the footpoints,
and it is likely an underestimation of the length of the CoMP
loops (a rough correction being the addition of 70Mm to the
given values). On the other hand, SDO/AIA images show the
solar disk, often making the coronal footpoints of the loop
visible in the images.
One of the main difference between the two loop populations

is the measured kink speed. In the case of standing waves, the
estimated kink speeds have medians of ∼1300 and
∼1700 km s−1 for damped and decay-less, respectively. While
for the propagating waves, the median value of the propagation
speed is substantially smaller at ∼480 km s−1. The contrast of
these values reflects the sizeable differences in the magnetic
field strengths between the regions where these waves are
observed (and also somewhat the different densities). The
electron density in the quiet Sun (108-9 cm−3) is less than that
of active regions (109-10 cm−3), which indicates the magnetic

Table 2
Measured Loop Parameters and Wave Parameters Obtained from Observations

Loop Solar-X Solar-Y Date Half-loop ξ Power Phase
No. Length Ratio Speed

(arcsec) (arcsec) (YYYYMMDD) (in Mm) (km s−1)

1 798.50 −819.50 2012 Apr 23 42.0 ± 3.23 −1.53 ± 1.27 2.1 ± 0.61 291 ± 2
2 −1026.30 −238.20 2012 May 14 42.0 ± 3.23 −8.04 ± 5.78 2.17 ± 0.72 415 ± 15
3 980.56 422.56 2012 Jun 26 45.0 ± 3.23 −0.95 ± 2.07 2.51 ± 1.07 561 ± 11
4 −928.26 −549.67 2012 Jun 26 45.0 ± 3.23 −1.89 ± 2.0 2.51 ± 1.07 561 ± 11
5 −1136.86 −57.01 2012 Apr 10 55.0 ± 3.23 2.49 ± 3.23 1.47 ± 0.63 373 ± 4

(This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable form.)

Figure 5. Estimated variation of damping length with phase speed, calculated
using typical values for the period, and the median value of the equilibrium
parameter.

6 The table was scraped using the Beautifulsoup module (Richardson 2007).
7 The loop length in case of the standing and the decay-less kink waves are
the full semicircular loop lengths as seen in AIA/SDO, while in the case of the
propagating kink waves the loop lengths refer to the half-loop length as seen in
the CoMP FOV.
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field strength must be substantially weaker in the quiescent
Sun. This is borne out by estimates of the magnetic field
strength, which in the active region coronal loops lies in the
range of 4–30 G (e.g., Nakariakov & Ofman 2001; White &
Verwichte 2012),8 while the magnetic field of the quiet Sun
loops are estimated to be between 1 and 9 G (Morton et al.
2015; Long et al. 2017; Yang et al. 2020a, 2020b).

The difference in plasma parameters will ultimately bring
about differences in how the waves/oscillations evolve as a
function of time and/or distance. In fact, in the companion
paper, Morton et al. (2021), a comprehensive discussion on the
implications of differences in the equilibrium parameter found
for the standing waves (ξmedian= 1.8) and the propagating
waves (ξmedian= 11.4) is provided.

4. Summary and Conclusion

The details of a catalog of quiescent coronal loops observed
with the CoMP instrument are provided, all of which show
evidence for the presence of propagating kink waves. The
catalog is used to undertake a statistical study of the
propagating kink waves providing estimates for the damping
rate and propagation speeds of the waves, presenting some
details of how the propagating kink waves evolve. It is found
that the equilibrium parameter, which quantifies the degree of
wave damping, has a broad range of values, which indicates
that in some of the coronal loops, the propagating kink waves
are only weakly damped (this is aspect is discussed further in
Morton et al. 2021). The damping length of the propagating
kink waves is also estimated, which is found to be broadly
comparable to the previous estimates of Hahn & Savin (2014).
Moreover, the study also finds that there is a relationship
between the degree of damping and loop length, with waves
propagating along longer loops typically experiencing reduced
damping, verifying claims of Tiwari et al. (2019). The
suggested reason for this behavior is related to longer loops
having a lower average density contrast, potentially due to
limits on the amount of mass that can be evaporated during
heating events associated with a given heating rate. Our
analysis also finds signatures of the amplification of waves, the
nature of which is unclear at this time.

A brief comparison of the observed properties of the
propagating waves to the standing modes is also presented.
Notable differences between propagation speed and damping
rates are found, with the contrast being due to the dissimilar
plasma and magnetic environments of the two populations of
loops that support the waves. The standing kink waves have
been reported predominantly in loops with at least one
footpoint in an active region; however, the propagating kink
waves have been reported to be ubiquitous in the solar corona.

It is envisaged that the catalog of propagating kink waves
will provide the community with the foundation for further
study of propagating kink waves in the quiet solar corona.9

Many potential studies can exploit the propagating kink waves
to further probe the plasma conditions in the quiescent loops,
with the potential to incorporate density measurements from
the Fe xɪɪɪ line pair that CoMP also observes and provide
estimates of magnetic field and flows through magneto-
seismology (Morton et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2020a). This will

ultimately enable us to develop a clear picture of how the
propagating kink waves evolve in the quiescent corona and
determine their role in plasma heating. Moreover, it is
emphasized that there is a need for 3D MHD simulations of
kink wave propagation in quiescent coronal loops to aid our
understanding of the role of resonant absorption in the damping
of propagating kink waves.
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Appendix

Compilation of the loop parameters for the study of damped
propagating kink waves in the solar corona.

ORCID iDs

Ajay K. Tiwari https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
Richard J. Morton https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
James A. McLaughlin https://orcid.org/0000-0002-
7863-624X

References

Anfinogentov, S., Nisticò, G., & Nakariakov, V. M. 2013, A&A, 560, A107
Anfinogentov, S. A., Nakariakov, V. M., & Nisticò, G. 2015, A&A, 583, A136
Aschwanden, M. J., Fletcher, L., Schrijver, C. J., & Alexander, D. 1999, ApJ,

520, 880
Aschwanden, M. J., Nightingale, R. W., Andries, J., Goossens, M., &

Van Doorsselaere, T. 2003, ApJ, 598, 1375
Bradshaw, S. J., & Emslie, A. G. 2020, ApJ, 904, 141
Cally, P. S. 2017, MNRAS, 466, 413
Cranmer, S. R. 2018, ApJ, 862, 6
Cranmer, S. R., & Van Ballegooijen, A. A. 2005, ApJS, 156, 265
DeForest, C. E., & Gurman, J. B. 1998, ApJL, 501, L217
De Moortel, I., Ireland, J., & Walsh, R. W. 2000, A&A, 355, L23
Erdélyi, R., Doyle, J. G., Perez, M. E., & Wilhelm, K. 1998, A&A, 337, 287
Goddard, C. R., Nisticò, G., Nakariakov, V. M., & Zimovets, I. V. 2016, A&A,

585, A137
Goossens, M., Andries, J., & Aschwanden, M. J. 2002, A&A, 394, L39
Hahn, M., & Savin, D. W. 2014, ApJ, 795, 111
Handy, B. N., Acton, L. W., Kankelborg, C. C., et al. 1999, SoPh, 187, 229
Hollweg, J. V. 1984, ApJ, 277, 392
Ionson, J. A. 1978, ApJ, 226, 650
Katsiyannis, A. C., Williams, D. R., McAteer, R. T. J., et al. 2003, A&A,

406, 709
Kohutova, P., Verwichte, E., & Froment, C. 2020, A&A, 633, L6
Lemen, J. R., Title, A. M., Akin, D. J., et al. 2012, SoPh, 275, 17
Liu, J., McIntosh, S. W., Moortel, I. D., Threlfall, J., & Bethge, C. 2014, ApJ,

797, 7
Long, D. M., Valori, G., Pérez-Suárez, D., Morton, R. J., & Vásquez, A. M.

2017, A&A, 603, A101
Magyar, N., Doorsselaere, T. V., & Goossens, M. 2019, ApJ, 882, 50
Marsh, M. S., Walsh, R. W., & Bromage, B. J. I. 2002, A&A, 393, 649
McIntosh, S. W., & De Pontieu, B. 2012, ApJ, 761, 138
McIntosh, S. W., de Pontieu, B., Carlsson, M., et al. 2011, Natur, 475, 477
McIntosh, S. W., de Pontieu, B., & Tomczyk, S. 2008, SoPh, 252, 321

8 It should be noted that the magnetic field measurements obtained by coronal
magneto-seismology provide an underestimate of the magnetic field values
(Verwichte et al. 2013a).
9 The catalog in Table 1 is available as a csv file. 10 https://projectescape.eu/

9

The Astrophysical Journal, 919:74 (10pp), 2021 October 1 Tiwari, Morton, & McLaughlin

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6021-8712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-9002
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-624X
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322094
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...560A.107A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526195
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...583A.136A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/307502
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...520..880A/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...520..880A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/379104
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...598.1375A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abbf50
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...904..141B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw3215
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.466..413C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aac953
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...862....6C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/426507
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005ApJS..156..265C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/311460
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998ApJ...501L.217D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000A&A...355L..23D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998A&A...337..287E/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527341
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...585A.137G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...585A.137G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021378
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...394L..39G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/795/2/111
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...795..111H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005166902804
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999SoPh..187..229H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/161706
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1984ApJ...277..392H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/156648
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978ApJ...226..650I/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030458
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...406..709K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...406..709K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937144
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...633L...6K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-011-9776-8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012SoPh..275...17L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/797/1/7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...797....7L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...797....7L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201730413
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...603A.101L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab357c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...882...50M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021057
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...393..649M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/761/2/138
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...761..138M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10235
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011Natur.475..477M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-008-9257-x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008SoPh..252..321M/abstract
https://projectescape.eu/


Montes-Solís, M., & Arregui, I. 2020, A&A, 640, L17
Morton, R., Tomczyk, S., & Pinto, R. 2016, ApJ, 828, 89
Morton, R. J., Tiwari, A. K., Van Doorsselaere, T., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2021,

arXiv:2105.11924
Morton, R. J., Tomczyk, S., & Pinto, R. 2015, NatCo, 6, 7813
Morton, R. J., Verth, G., Jess, D. B., et al. 2012, NatCo, 3, 1315
Morton, R. J., Weberg, M. J., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2019, NatAs, 3, 223
Nakariakov, V. M., & Kolotkov, D. Y. 2020, ARA&A, 58, 441
Nakariakov, V. M., & Ofman, L. 2001, A&A, 372, L53
Nakariakov, V. M., Ofman, L., Deluca, E. E., Roberts, B., & Davila, J. M.

1999, Sci, 285, 862
Nechaeva, A., Zimovets, I. V., Nakariakov, V. M., & Goddard, C. R. 2019,

ApJS, 241, 31
Nisticò, G., Nakariakov, V. M., & Verwichte, E. 2013, A&A, 552, A57
Ofman, L., & Aschwanden, M. J. 2002, ApJL, 576, L153
Ofman, L., Romoli, M., Poletto, G., Noci, G., & Kohl, J. L. 1997, ApJL,

491, L111
Pant, V., Magyar, N., Doorsselaere, T. V., & Morton, R. J. 2019, ApJ, 881, 95
Pascoe, D. J., Wright, A. N., De Moortel, I., & Hood, A. W. 2015, A&A,

578, A99
Pesnell, W. D., Thompson, B. J., & Chamberlin, P. C. 2012, SoPh, 275, 3
Richardson, L. 2007, Beautiful soup documentation https://beautiful-soup-4.

readthedocs.io
Ruderman, M. S., & Roberts, B. 2002, ApJ, 577, 475
Scherrer, P. H., Schou, J., Bush, R. I., et al. 2012, SoPh, 275, 207
Schrijver, C. J., & DeRosa, M. L. 2003, SoPh, 212, 165
Schrijver, C. J., Title, A. M., Berger, T. E., et al. 1999, SoPh, 187, 261
Soler, R., Terradas, J., Verth, G., & Goossens, M. 2011, ApJ, 736, 10
Stepanov, A. V., Zaitsev, V. V., & Nakariakov, V. M. 2012, PhyU, 55, A04

Thurgood, J. O., Morton, R. J., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2014, ApJL, 790, L2
Tian, H., McIntosh, S. W., Wang, T., et al. 2012, ApJ, 759, 144
Tian, H., Tomczyk, S., McIntosh, S. W., et al. 2013, SoPh, 288, 637
Tiwari, A. K., Morton, R. J., Régnier, S., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2019, ApJ,

876, 106
Tomczyk, S., Card, G. L., Darnell, T., et al. 2008, SoPh, 247, 411
Tomczyk, S., & McIntosh, S. W. 2009, ApJ, 697, 1384
Tomczyk, S., McIntosh, S. W., Keil, S. L., et al. 2007, Sci, 317, 1192
Van Doorsselaere, T., Goossens, M., Magyar, N., Ruderman, M. S., &

Ismayilli, R. 2021, ApJ, 910, 58
Van Doorsselaere, T., Li, B., Goossens, M., Hnat, B., & Magyar, N. 2020, ApJ,

899, 100
Verth, G., Terradas, J., & Goossens, M. 2010, ApJL, 718, L102
Verwichte, E., Nakariakov, V. M., & Cooper, F. C. 2005, A&A, 430, L65
Verwichte, E., Van Doorsselaere, T., Foullon, C., & White, R. S. 2013a, ApJ,

767, 16
Verwichte, E., Van Doorsselaere, T., White, R. S., & Antolin, P. 2013b, A&A,

552, A138
Wang, T., Ofman, L., Davila, J. M., & Su, Y. 2012, ApJL, 751, L27
Wang, T. J., Solanki, S. K., Curdt, W., et al. 2003, A&A, 406, 1105
Weberg, M. J., Morton, R. J., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2018, ApJ, 852, 57
Weberg, M. J., Morton, R. J., & McLaughlin, J. A. 2020, ApJ, 894, 79
White, R. S., & Verwichte, E. 2012, A&A, 537, A49
Williams, D. R., Mathioudakis, M., Gallagher, P. T., et al. 2002, MNRAS,

336, 747
Williams, D. R., Phillips, K. J. H., Rudawy, P., et al. 2001, MNRAS, 326, 428
Yang, Z., Bethge, C., Tian, H., et al. 2020a, Sci, 369, 694
Yang, Z., Tian, H., Tomczyk, S., et al. 2020b, ScChE, 63, 2357
Zimovets, I. V., & Nakariakov, V. M. 2015, A&A, 577, A4

10

The Astrophysical Journal, 919:74 (10pp), 2021 October 1 Tiwari, Morton, & McLaughlin

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937237
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...640L..17M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/828/2/89
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...828...89M/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.11924
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8813
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015NatCo...6.7813M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2324
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012NatCo...3.1315M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-018-0668-9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019NatAs...3..223M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-032320-042940
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ARA&A..58..441N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010607
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...372L..53N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.285.5429.862
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999Sci...285..862N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ab0e86
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJS..241...31N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220676
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...552A..57N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/343886
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...576L.153O/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/311067
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997ApJ...491L.111O/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997ApJ...491L.111O/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab2da3
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...881...95P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321328
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...578A..99P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...578A..99P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-011-9841-3
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012SoPh..275....3P/abstract
https://beautiful-soup-4.readthedocs.io
https://beautiful-soup-4.readthedocs.io
https://doi.org/10.1086/342130
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...577..475R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-011-9834-2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012SoPh..275..207S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022908504100
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003SoPh..212..165S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005194519642
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999SoPh..187..261S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/736/1/10
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...736...10S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3367/UFNe.0182.201209f.0999
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012PhyU...55A...4S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/790/1/L2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...790L...2T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/759/2/144
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...759..144T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-013-0317-5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013SoPh..288..637T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab164b
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...876..106T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...876..106T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11207-007-9103-6
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008SoPh..247..411T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/697/2/1384
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...697.1384T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1143304
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007Sci...317.1192T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abe630
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...910...58V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aba0b8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...899..100V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...899..100V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/718/2/L102
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...718L.102V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200400133
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...430L..65V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/767/1/16
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...767...16V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...767...16V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220456
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...552A.138V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...552A.138V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/751/2/L27
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...751L..27W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030858
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...406.1105W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa9e4a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...852...57W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab7c59
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...894...79W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118093
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012A&A...537A..49W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05764.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002MNRAS.336..747W/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002MNRAS.336..747W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04491.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001MNRAS.326..428W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb4462
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020Sci...369..694Y/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11431-020-1706-9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ScChE..63.2357Y/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201424960
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...577A...4Z/abstract

	1. Introduction
	2. Data and Analysis
	2.1. Observations
	2.2. Selection of Loops for Study
	2.3. Wave Parameter Estimation

	3. Results and Discussion
	3.1. Loop Lengths
	3.2. Propagation Speeds
	3.3. Power Ratio
	3.4. Equilibrium Parameter
	3.5. Equilibrium Parameters Relationship with Half-loop Length
	3.6. Comparison with Observations of Different Modes of Kink Waves

	4. Summary and Conclusion
	Appendix
	References



