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ABSTRACT

Measurements of transverse magnetic field and velocity components from Parker Solar Probe have revealed a coherent quasi-
periodic pattern in the near-Sun solar wind. As well as being Alfvénic and arc-polarised, these deflections were characterised by
a consistent orientation and an increased proton core temperature, which was greater parallel to the magnetic field. We show that
switchbacks represent the largest deflections within this underlying structure, which is itself consistent with the expected outflow
from interchange reconnection simulations. Additionally, the spatial scale of the deflections was estimated to be around 1 Mm
on the Sun, comparable to the jetting activity observed at coronal bright points within the base of coronal plumes. Therefore, our
results could represent the in situ signature of interchange reconnection from coronal bright points within plumes, complementing
recent numerical and observational studies. We also found a consistent relationship between the proton core temperature and
magnetic field angle across the Parker Solar Probe encounters and discussed how such a persistent signature could be more
indicative of an in situ mechanism creating a local increase in temperature. In future, observations of minor ions, radio bursts
and remote sensing images could help further establish the connection between reconnection events on the Sun and signatures
in the solar wind.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Switchbacks are Alfvénic deflections found throughout the solar wind
(Neugebauer 2012; Horbury et al. 2018), which have become in-
creasingly important following the recent Parker Solar Probe (PSP)
measurements (Bale et al. 2019; Kasper et al. 2019). Their domi-
nance of the magnetic field profile (Bale et al. 2019), along with
their associated increases in bulk proton speed (Matteini et al. 2014),
make them a potentially important component of the solar wind. In
addition, many of their proposed generation methods are linked to
broader theories for how the solar wind is heated and accelerated
(e.g. Fisk & Kasper 2020; Raouafi et al. 2023b). Therefore, by char-
acterising the properties and behaviour of switchbacks, we can better
understand the underlying mechanism occurring closer to the Sun
and ultimately help reveal how the solar wind is formed.

While there has been much progress in switchback research over
the first four years of the PSP mission, there is not yet enough evidence
to form a consensus on whether switchbacks are created in situ, or
launched by transient events on the Sun (see Raouafi et al. 2023a,
for a review). The simplest in situ mechanism relies on the expansion
of the solar wind to grow Alfvénic fluctuations so that 𝛿 ®𝐵/| ®𝐵0 | > 1
(Barnes & Hollweg 1974), creating a reversal in the magnetic field as
the fluctuation maintains a constant amplitude (Mallet et al. 2021).

★ E-mail: ronan.laker15@imperial.ac.uk

Expanding box simulations based on this concept (Squire et al. 2020;
Shoda et al. 2021) have demonstrated that switchbacks can naturally
develop from initially small, random fluctuations. However, such
models struggle to generate the large number of switchbacks (Bale
et al. 2019; Shoda et al. 2021) and the preference for transverse
deflection directions observed by PSP (Laker et al. 2022; Fargette
et al. 2022).

In contrast, remote sensing observations have established that tran-
sient events (e.g. jets) are ubiquitous across the solar disc, regardless
of the solar cycle (McIntosh et al. 2014; Tian et al. 2014). Assum-
ing that the products of these events can survive into the solar wind
(Landi et al. 2005; Tenerani et al. 2020), they could supply enough
energy to heat the solar wind (De Pontieu et al. 2007; Raouafi et al.
2023b) and create the switchbacks (Neugebauer 2012; Neugebauer &
Sterling 2021). There are several ways in which the fundamental pro-
cess of magnetic reconnection on the Sun could create switchbacks
in the solar wind, through the launching of: kinks in the magnetic
field lines (Fisk & Kasper 2020; Sterling & Moore 2020); flux ropes
(Drake et al. 2021) and fast mode waves (Zank et al. 2020) or the jet
material itself (Neugebauer & Sterling 2021). While it is generally
understood that modulation in switchback activity and alpha fraction
(known as switchback patches) are the result of spatial modulation at
scales consistent with supergranules/plumes near the Sun (Fargette
et al. 2021; Bale et al. 2021), there has not been conclusive evidence
linking switchbacks directly to a solar source.

Recently, there has been growing evidence in favour of interchange
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reconnection as the source of switchbacks. Although coronal plumes
are often seen as stable, ray-like structures (DeForest et al. 2001),
detailed remote sensing observations have identified quasi-periodic
jetting activity at their base (Raouafi et al. 2008; Uritsky et al. 2021;
Kumar et al. 2022; Raouafi et al. 2023b). It is thought that interchange
reconnection at coronal bright points could be the source of this pe-
riodic signature, which was found to exist on the scale of minutes
(Uritsky et al. 2021; Kumar et al. 2022). Numerical simulations have
also demonstrated that a single source of interchange reconnection
can continuously generate Alfvénic fluctuations (Wyper et al. 2022)
with periodicity that matches the remote sensing observations (Gan-
nouni et al. 2023). In addition, Bale et al. (2023) found evidence of
highly energetic protons and alphas (105 eV), whose distribution was
consistent with the output of an interchange reconnection simulation
on the Sun.

Therefore, it appears that a compelling case for pervasive inter-
change reconnection is emerging from both remote sensing observa-
tions and numerical simulations. Hence, it is anticipated that the solar
wind displays a quasi-periodic signature, with potential heating, that
would represent the ‘imprint of interchange reconnection’ (Wyper
et al. 2022).

The aim of this paper is to identify such a signature in the solar
wind using in situ data from PSP at 13𝑅⊙ from the Sun. In Section
2, we first demonstrate that individual switchbacks are often part of
a larger structure of coherent deflections in the solar wind. We show
that such a structure is characterised by quasi-periodic deflections in
the transverse magnetic field components, which display a consistent
orientation similar to the numerical simulations from Wyper et al.
(2022). After estimating the corresponding spatial scale at the Sun,
we further argue that the quasi-periodic deflections in the solar wind
are consistent with jetting from coronal bright points observed at the
base of plumes (Uritsky et al. 2021; Kumar et al. 2022; Raouafi et al.
2023b). Section 3 further investigates the proton core temperature
inside each deflection, showing that there is a greater enhancement
in the parallel, rather than perpendicular, direction. While this is
again suggestive of interchange reconnection, we further investigate
the relationship between temperature and magnetic field angle, and
discuss how this could be more consistent with an in situ heating
mechanism.

2 COHERENT DEFLECTION SIGNATURE

At their simplest description, switchbacks are folds in the magnetic
field, which appear as large rotations in the spacecraft data (Bale
et al. 2019). By applying a threshold to the magnetic field deflection
angle (e.g. > 45◦), previous studies have been able to uncover switch-
back characteristics by averaging over large numbers of switchbacks
(Mozer et al. 2020; Dudok de Wit et al. 2020; Laker et al. 2021).
While this is a valid way to investigate switchbacks, it is important to
note how such a definition has influenced the way that switchbacks
are conceptualised. Under such a definition, switchbacks are consid-
ered to be a single deflection away from, and back to, the ambient
magnetic field direction. Therefore, with a constraint on the magnetic
deflection angle, the internal structure of switchbacks is intrinsically
tied to the definition of the switchbacks themselves. This also means
that a series of magnetic field deflections would be classified as sev-
eral distinct switchbacks, rather than the sub-structure of some larger
phenomenon. Hence, in contrast, we directly examine the magnetic
field deflections, rather than try to identify individual switchbacks.

We use the 4 sample/cycle magnetic field measurements from
FIELDS (approximately 4.58 samples/second, Bale et al. 2016) up
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Figure 1. Example patch of anti-correlated deflections in 𝐵𝑇 (green) and
𝐵𝑁 (orange). These deflections are Alfvénic fluctuations, as shown by a
similar pattern in the velocity fluctuations (third panel). The hodograms for
the highlighted region are shown in the lower panels, where several successive
deflections, split by colour, all travel along the same arc.

to PSP’s eleventh encounter, which we refer to as E11. Such data, an
example period of which is shown in Fig. 1, represents the solar wind
only 13 solar radii (𝑅⊙) from the Sun. When attempting to identify
switchbacks by a threshold in deflection angle, dips in 𝐵𝑅

1 are often
used as a proxy for the presence of switchbacks (e.g. Bale et al. 2019;
Kumar et al. 2023), which appeared unremarkable for the period in
Fig. 1. However, by focusing on the transverse magnetic field com-
ponents, 𝐵𝑇 and 𝐵𝑁 in the second panel, a more coherent pattern
in the solar wind emerges. Both the 𝐵𝑇 and 𝐵𝑁 components varied
quasi-periodically, and appeared to be anti-correlated on the scale of
a few minutes. Much like previous switchback reports, these deflec-
tions were still Alfvénic and arc-polarised (Horbury et al. 2020), as
demonstrated by the hodograms in the lower right panels. However,
successive deflections (depicted by the colour in the hodograms) are
now seen to deflect back and forth with the same orientation, which
manifests as the anti-correlation seen in the transverse components.
Such a quasi-periodic pattern can be found throughout the near-Sun
solar wind, leading us to conclude that switchbacks, as they have
been studied thus far, are part of this more fundamental structure
in the solar wind. By applying a threshold to the deflection angle,
only the most extreme parts of this pattern were sampled in previous
studies, giving a glimpse of the underlying structure.

While we found this anti-correlation of tangential components to

1 Radial-Tangential-Normal (RTN) coordinate system where ®𝑅 points from
the Sun to the spacecraft, ®𝑁 is the component of the solar north direction
perpendicular to ®𝑅, and ®𝑇 completes the right-handed set
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Figure 2. Example patch of correlated deflections in 𝐵𝑇 (green) and 𝐵𝑁

(orange). The hodograms for the highlighted grey region are shown below,
where several successive deflections, split by colour, all travel along the same
arc.

be more common in the PSP data, Fig. 2 demonstrates that there
were also times when the transverse components were correlated.
The observed anti-/correlations were due to the deflection directions
being oriented roughly -45 ◦ from the 𝐵𝑁 axis in Fig. 1 and 45 ◦ for
Fig. 2 (where a positive angle is clockwise). As a result, it appears
that the magnetic field tends to deflect in either one of two orthog-
onal directions. This matches the preferential deflection directions
observed by analysing the switchback deflections over an entire PSP
encounter in previous studies (Fargette et al. 2022; Laker et al. 2022).
In this sense, the quasi-periodic signature in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 is the
local manifestation (with a scale of minutes) of the statistical trend
found over the whole encounter.

Our description of a quasi-periodic pattern with a consistent ori-
entation is comparable to the expected outflow from the interchange
reconnection occurring at an embedded bipole structure in Wyper
et al. (2022). The authors found that a single source of interchange
reconnection could create a continuous source of torsional Alfvén
waves with the same sense of rotation. These represent a pattern of
alternating deflections in the solar wind, which are then sampled by
the spacecraft to generate a quasi-periodic signal in the observed
magnetic field.

Gannouni et al. (2023) found similar Alfvénic fluctuations with
another interchange reconnection simulation, further showing that
emergence of magnetic flux was enough to trigger the reconnec-
tion, rather than surface motions used by Wyper et al. (2022). The
authors demonstrated that their model could periodically create ve-
locity spikes every 19 minutes, which they concluded was consistent
with the quasi-periodic jetting activity recently observed at the base
of plumes (Uritsky et al. 2021; Kumar et al. 2022). In this scenario,

0 2 4 6 8
500

0

500

B R
,|

B|
 (n

T)

|B|
BR

0 2 4 6 8
S ( )

100

50

0

50

, 
 (

)
100 101 102

Frequency (1/ )

10 2

10 1

100

101

PS
D 

(V
2  

)
100 101 102

Frequency (1/ )

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

CS
D 

(V
2  

)

Figure 3. Example power and cross spectral density with respect to the angular
displacement of the spacecraft for a 4-hour period in E10. There is enhanced
power in both 𝜙𝐵 and 𝜃𝐵 around 0.1◦ in the lower left panel. This scale also
had an increased cross spectral density (lower right panel), indicating that
they were co-moving.

the quasi-periodic deflections at the spacecraft could be the direct
consequence of repeated jetting observed on the Sun, with a period
of ∼ 3 → 5 minutes on the Sun (Uritsky et al. 2021), being reflected
in the solar wind. Unfortunately, due to spacecraft and plasma mo-
tions, it is not clear how a timescale at the spacecraft relates to
the timescale seen on the Sun, meaning we can only investigate the
spatial scale of the pattern.

Consequently, Fig. 3 displays the magnetic field angles (𝜙𝐵, 𝜃𝐵)
with respect to the angular displacement of the spacecraft’s trajectory
(similar to Fargette et al. 2021) for a 3-hour period during E10. The
associated power spectra, calculated with Welch’s method with a
Hann window of 1◦, had enhanced power at 0.1◦ for both magnetic
field angles and the cross-spectra. This corresponds to a length scale
of∼ 16 Mm at 13𝑅⊙ from the Sun, which equates to a length scale of
∼ 0.6 Mm on the Sun (using a typical super-radial expansion factor of
4, Fargette et al. 2021; Uritsky et al. 2021). Such a scale is comparable
to both granules (∼ 1 Mm, Nordlund et al. 2009) and coronal bright
points within plumes (2"→ 3" or 1.4 → 2.1 Mm, Kumar et al. 2022),
meaning it is plausible that the pattern of transverse deflections in
the solar wind are the result of interchange reconnection at the base
of plumes (Raouafi et al. 2023b).

Therefore, it appears that the solar wind exhibits quasi-periodic
variations within the larger scale modulation of switchback patches
(Fargette et al. 2021; Bale et al. 2021), reflecting the substructure
of plumelets/granules within plumes/supergranules at the Sun. This
sub-patch structure was also found in previous studies that inves-
tigated periodicity in the magnetic deflection angle (Fargette et al.
2021) and 𝑉𝑅 component (Kumar et al. 2023). Crucially, we have
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now demonstrated that it is not just a periodic occurrence of switch-
backs, but a coherent pattern of transverse magnetic field deflections
that matches the expectations of numerical simulations (Wyper et al.
2022; Gannouni et al. 2023).

It is important to note that the existence of such a pattern of deflec-
tions is not exclusive to the interchange reconnection idea. Our obser-
vations of arc-polarised deflections and rotational discontinuities are
similar to the previously reported ‘phase steepened Alfvén waves’
seen with Ulysses (Tsurutani & Ho 1999). Numerical simulations
have shown how Alfvén waves can develop into the arc-polarised
structures and rotational discontinuities (Barnes & Hollweg 1974;
Vasquez & Hollweg 1996), thereby not requiring a solar source.
However, it is less clear how such a process can account for the
observed characteristic scale (order of minutes) and consistent ori-
entation of the deflections (Laker et al. 2022). While interchange
reconnection can plausibly explain the preferential deflection direc-
tions as the result of open field lines being dragged over closed field
loops (Fisk & Kasper 2020; Fargette et al. 2022; Laker et al. 2022),
in situ mechanisms struggle to reconcile these observed switchback
characteristics. Interestingly, both Squire et al. (2022) and Johnston
(2022) demonstrated how an initially random distribution of deflec-
tions could be influenced by a non-radial magnetic field direction,
such as the Parker spiral. Alternatively, Vasquez & Hollweg (1996)
described how the modulation of the magnetic field could encourage
the steepening of Alfvén waves in a particular direction. In these
scenarios, the orientation of the deflections would therefore reflect
the configuration of the magnetic field closer to the Sun, e.g. the
magnetic funnels proposed by Bale et al. (2021). Indeed, these in
situ effects can also apply to fluctuations created by a solar source,
therefore, as Wyper et al. (2022) suggested, the true answer is most
likely a combination of mechanisms.

3 TEMPERATURE ENHANCEMENTS IN DEFLECTIONS

In addition to representing a more pristine state of the solar wind,
the later PSP encounters (∼ 13𝑅⊙) benefited from an enhanced
transverse orbital speed, which increased the visibility of the proton
core in the SPAN-Ai instrument (Kasper et al. 2016).

After applying the same method of Woodham et al. (2021a) to the
SPAN-Ai data, we plot the proton core temperature parallel (𝑇𝑝, ∥ )
and perpendicular (𝑇𝑝,⊥) to the magnetic field during a deflection in
Fig. 4. Either side of the magnetic field deflection, the ambient solar
wind displayed a typically high proton core temperature anisotropy
(𝑇𝑝,⊥/𝑇𝑝, ∥ ∼ 3) (Marsch et al. 1982). However, as the magnetic
field angle increased inside the deflection, both the 𝑇𝑝,⊥ and 𝑇𝑝, ∥
increased, with the greater change in the parallel direction leading
the proton core to become isotropic (𝑇𝑝,⊥/𝑇𝑝, ∥ ∼ 1).

To demonstrate that these temperature enhancements are not
caused by an instrumental effect, we plot the corresponding velocity
distribution functions (VDFs) for inside, Fig. 5(b), and outside the
deflection, Fig. 5(a). Again, Fig. 5(a) demonstrates that the ambient
solar wind had a typical anisotropic proton core and a proton beam
population along the magnetic field direction (black arrow) (Marsch
et al. 1982). Fig. 5(b) then shows how the proton core deflected with
the magnetic field (Matteini et al. 2015), which was associated with
an increase in both 𝑇𝑝,⊥ and 𝑇𝑝,∥ leading to a reduction in the tem-
perature anisotropy. In this example, the plasma deflected towards
−𝑉𝑇 , which rotated the proton core into the field of view (FoV) of
SPAN-Ai, while rotating the proton beam in the opposite sense (Mat-
teini et al. 2014, 2015). Conversely, a deflection towards +𝑉𝑇 would
reduce the visibility of the proton core, and lead to erroneous fits to
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Figure 4. Example deflection from E11, demonstrating that both 𝑇𝑝,∥ and
𝑇𝑝,⊥ are enhanced inside, which reduces the anisotropy of the core to ∼1.
Individual VDFs for inside (b) and outside (a) the deflection are shown in
Fig. 5.

the proton beam. To avoid such times, we have enforced the condition
that the angle of the solar wind from radial in the spacecraft frame
is:

tan−1
(
𝑉𝑆𝑊, 𝑇 −𝑉𝑆𝐶, 𝑇

𝑉𝑆𝑊, 𝑅

)
< −5◦, (1)

using velocity measurements derived from moments to the SPAN-Ai
distributions.

Applying this condition to an extended period of solar wind, in Fig.
6, demonstrates that the temperature enhancements were also quasi-
periodic. Similar enhancements in 𝑇𝑝, ∥ were reported during E2 by
Woodham et al. (2021a), with the authors concluding that ‘switch-
backs [were] embedded within a larger-scale structure identified by
distinct plasma signatures’. In this view, switchbacks were first identi-
fied by their deflection angle, with larger scale groups of switchbacks
(termed ‘patches’) then being linked to an enhanced 𝑇𝑝, ∥ . However,
following the observations of a quasi-periodic pattern from Section 2,
we argue that these deflections, each with an enhanced temperature,
should be identified first. Any smaller-scale changes in the magnetic
field would now be considered sub-structure of this quasi-periodic
pattern, rather than individual structures themselves. For example,
despite there being several changes in the magnetic field direction
during Fig. 4, there is only a single increase in temperature correlated
with a magnetic deflection lasting several minutes.

Consequently, generation methods need to be able to explain the
quasi-periodicity in both the magnetic field deflections and associated
temperature increases. Indeed, the greater increase of temperature in
the parallel direction can naturally be explained by the injection
of energy from magnetic reconnection, which has already been dis-
cussed as a potential source of the deflections in the previous section.
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This connection is further supported by the recent observations of
high energy protons (∼ 105 eV) matching the expected power law
from an interchange reconnection simulation (Bale et al. 2023). We
note that the period of interest in Bale et al. (2023) also displays
the quasi-periodic pattern from this study, therefore, it will be im-
portant to investigate if enhancements in high energy particles are
also confined to these deflections. Unfortunately, this may be tech-
nically challenging considering that the particle measurements were
integrated over several hours for Bale et al. (2023). It is important
to note that while magnetic reconnection can create energised pro-
tons and Alfvén waves at comparable speeds, they will drift apart as
the Alfvén speed increases in the solar corona. Therefore, it is un-
likely that the energised protons would be in phase with the Alfvénic
fluctuations by the time they have propagated to the spacecraft. In-
stead, the spacecraft may be cutting through flux tubes that have been
heated via repeated reconnection events, removing the need for the
fluctuations to be in phase with the accelerated particles.

After removing the T-V relationship from different PSP encounters
(see Appendix), Fig. 7 shows that there was a consistent relationship
between the change in temperature (𝛿𝑇𝑝) and magnetic field angle
from radial (𝜃𝑅𝐵). This is more suggestive of an in situ heating
mechanisms that is dependent on the angle of the magnetic field
(Woodham et al. 2021b; Opie et al. 2022), rather than the presence
of the magnetic deflection itself.

The coloured scatter points depict the average over 10◦ bins for
each individual encounter. Remarkably, the temperature profile was
persistent across the different PSP encounters, with a much greater
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Figure 6. Example period of deflections in E11 which demonstrates that the
increases in perpendicular and parallel temperature are also quasi-periodic.

increase in 𝛿𝑇𝑝,∥ than 𝛿𝑇𝑝,⊥, which drove the proton core anisotropy
below 1 at ∼75◦, before reaching around ∼0.8 past 90◦. The tem-
perature enhancements appeared to plateau above 75◦. The average
increase in temperature above this angle was more than twice as high
for 𝛿𝑇𝑝, ∥ , 1.46 ± 0.56 MK, than 𝛿𝑇𝑝,⊥, 0.55 ± 0.28 MK as depicted
by the black dashed line in Fig. 7.

Such a result appears to be in contention with an earlier study
from Woolley et al. (2020) that reported 𝑇𝑝, ∥ was equal at 𝜃𝑅𝐵 = 0◦
and 180◦ with the Solar Probe Cup (SPC, Case et al. 2020). While
it would be preferable to study the same switchbacks as Woolley
et al. (2020), the orbital speed of PSP was too low for SPAN-Ai
to study the proton core during the first encounter. Conversely, the
lower value of 𝛿 ®𝐵/ ®𝐵 meant that the magnetic field rarely rotated near
180◦ in the later encounters (e.g. E10 and E11), even though there
was a higher orbital speed. We were unable to identify a full reversal
switchback with reliable data from both instruments to compare
their performance. Consequently, there remains a need for future
investigations into the plasma properties at full reversals.

The consistent rate of temperature increase across the PSP en-
counters does suggest that the temperature enhancements are created
by some in situ mechanism that is dependent on the magnetic field
angle (Opie et al. 2022). For example, using Wind spacecraft data at
1 AU, Woodham et al. (2021b) interpreted changes in 𝑇𝑝, ∥ and 𝑇𝑝,⊥
with 𝜃𝑅𝐵 as turbulent dissipation through kinetic Alfvén waves and
Alfvén ion cyclotron waves, respectively. Similarly, D’Amicis et al.
(2019) also demonstrated a strong positive correlation with 𝑇𝑝,⊥
and 𝜃𝑅𝐵 using Wind, which they linked to ion-cyclotron resonance.
Interestingly, D’Amicis et al. (2019) did not find any correlation be-
tween 𝑇𝑝, ∥ and 𝜃𝑅𝐵 at 1 AU even though it was more prevalent than
perpendicular heating at PSP (Woodham et al. 2021a). In contrast,
Helios measurements from 0.3 AU showed no increase in tempera-
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Figure 7. Relationship between 𝛿𝑇𝑝,⊥, 𝛿𝑇𝑝,∥ and anisotropy with 𝜃𝑅𝐵 after
the removal of the background T-V relationship. Mean average and standard
deviation are shown for 10◦ bins of 𝜃𝑅𝐵 for each encounter. The dashed
black line represents the mean temperature increase for angles ≥ 75◦. This
value was more than twice as high for 𝛿𝑇𝑝,∥ , 1.46 ± 0.56 MK, than 𝛿𝑇𝑝,⊥,
0.55 ± 0.28 MK

ture in either direction (Horbury et al. 2018), although this may be
due to an instrumental effect (D’Amicis et al. 2019)

Therefore, it seems that the increases in parallel temperature are
confined to the near-Sun environment, while ion-cyclotron heating
exists out to 1 AU (Perrone et al. 2019b; Hollweg & Isenberg 2002).
Perhaps this is due to the 𝑇𝑝,∥ enhancement being related to: the
phase steepening of the Alfvén waves (Vasquez & Hollweg 1998;
González et al. 2021); shear induced effects (Del Sarto & Pegoraro
2018); or the parametric instability that requires compressive fluc-
tuations (Tu & Marsch 1995; Hollweg & Isenberg 2002) that could
only exist close to the Sun.

No matter the mechanism, it will be important to understand if the
temperature enhancements within the deflections can affect the bulk
temperature of the solar wind, or if they are just local modulations
of the plasma conditions. Given that the solar wind is well known to
exhibit perpendicular heating with distance from the Sun (Hellinger
et al. 2011; Perrone et al. 2019b), and the deflections have primarily
𝑇𝑝, ∥ increases, it does not seem likely that they heat the solar wind
directly. This is also reflected in the fact that there is a stronger T-
V relationship for 𝑇𝑝,⊥ in both Table 1 and Perrone et al. (2019a).
Therefore, the coherent deflections may represent the tracers of a
heating process closer to the Sun, such as interchange reconnection,
without heating the wind directly (Raouafi et al. 2023b).

4 CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have presented evidence for a coherent pattern in
the transverse magnetic field, which was associated with increased

proton core temperature in both parallel and perpendicular direc-
tions. This quasi-periodic pattern was characterised by successive
deflections having a consistent orientation, with a greater increase in
parallel temperature that reduced the anisotropy of the proton core.

As well as matching the expected outflow from interchange re-
connection simulations (Wyper et al. 2022; Gannouni et al. 2023),
the spatial size of the deflections was estimated as around 1 Mm on
the Sun, making them comparable to scale of coronal bright points
that exhibit jetting activity at the base of coronal plumes (Raouafi
et al. 2008; Uritsky et al. 2021; Kumar et al. 2022, 2023). Therefore,
we argue that the quasi-periodic pattern of deflections in the solar
wind, within larger scale switchback patches, mirrors the plumelet
sub-structure observed within coronal plumes on the Sun. Such a
connection can further explain the greater increase in parallel tem-
perature, and has also been cited as the source of high energy particles
in the solar wind (Bale et al. 2023).

After removing the larger scale T-V relationship, we demonstrated
that the proton core temperature increases associated with the deflec-
tions were remarkably consistent with magnetic field angle across the
PSP encounters. The strong link between temperature and magnetic
field angle does imply that an underlying mechanism is responsible
for the characteristic temperature increases, such as: heating through
the phase steepening of Alfvén waves (Vasquez & Hollweg 1998;
González et al. 2021); turbulent dissipation (Woodham et al. 2021b);
shear induced effects (Del Sarto & Pegoraro 2018); or wave-particle
interactions (D’Amicis et al. 2019; Opie et al. 2022). So while we
believe our results do support the growing evidence from remote
sensing and simulation domains, we cannot yet rule out in situ mech-
anisms from our results alone.

Although the enhancements in 𝑇𝑝,∥ are clear at PSP with our
study and Woodham et al. (2021a), this relationship was not found
at Helios (Horbury et al. 2018) or Wind (D’Amicis et al. 2019).
Consequently, it is not yet known how the deflections merge and
contribute to the bulk speed and temperature of the solar wind. This
issue can be directly addressed by Solar Orbiter, which was in direct
radial alignment with PSP during its 11th encounter in February
2022. In future, a coordinated effort of remote and in situ data could
track reconnection outflows out to spacecraft distances, providing
conclusive evidence for the source of the solar wind.
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Encounter Start End Min. Distance
〈
𝑇𝑝,⊥

〉
gradient

〈
𝑇𝑝,∥

〉
gradient

from Sun (𝑅⊙) (103Ks/km) (103Ks/km)

5 2020-06-05 10:30 2020-06-07 02:54 28.1 3.71 ± 0.17 0.75 ± 0.13
6 2020-09-25 19:59 2020-09-29 16:34 20.4 3.52 ± 0.20 0.52 ± 0.10
7 2021-01-15 07:34 2021-01-18 09:34 20.4 3.73 ± 0.18 0.99 ± 0.10
8 2021-04-26 21:00 2021-04-28 13:00 19.0 2.78 ± 0.42 −0.15 ± 0.12
10 2021-11-19 16:00 2021-11-21 16:00 13.3 4.92 ± 0.17 1.12 ± 0.08
11 2022-02-23 10:00 2022-02-26 23:00 13.3 8.80 ± 0.17 2.15 ± 0.07

Table 1. Periods of the PSP data used in this study, along with the gradients of large scale T-V relationship. The measured T-V relationship seemed to match the
predictions of Perrone et al. (2019b), this is beyond the scope of this paper and will be left for a future study.

Figure 1. Plasma parameters for a period of E11 where the light blue (𝑇𝑝,⊥)
and dark blue (𝑇𝑝,∥ ) lines show the 30-minute rolling averaging used to get
the baseline variations in temperature and speed found in Table 1.
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