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ABSTRACT

We report direct observations of a fast magnetosonic forward–reverse shock pair ob-
served by Solar Orbiter on March 8, 2022 at the short heliocentric distance of 0.5
au. The structure, sharing some features with fully-formed stream interaction regions
(SIRs), is due to the interaction between two successive coronal mass ejections (CMEs),
never previously observed to give rise to a forward–reverse shock pair. The scenario
is supported by remote observations from the STEREO-A coronographs, where two
candidate eruptions compatible with the in-situ signatures have been found. In the
interaction region, we find enhanced energetic particle activity, strong non-radial flow
deflections and evidence of magnetic reconnection. At 1 au, well radially-aligned Wind
observations reveal a complex event, with characteristic observational signatures of both
SIR and CME–CME interaction, thus demonstrating the importance of investigating
the complex dynamics governing solar eruptive phenomena.

Keywords: Sun: coronal mass ejections (CMEs) — Sun: heliosphere — (Sun:) solar
wind

1. INTRODUCTION

The Sun is an active star, responsible for
creating a highly complex and dynamic envi-

ronment in its surroundings, namely the helio-
sphere. The solar activity and global field struc-
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tures manifest themselves in a broad range of
temporal and spatial scales in the heliosphere.
The most common global structures that

strongly influence the heliosphere are stream in-
teraction regions (SIRs) and coronal mass ejec-
tions (CMEs). Understanding their origin and
propagation is pivotal for a broad range of ap-
plications. Such phenomena play an important
role in the production of energetic particles and
in the overall heliosphere energetics (Rice et al.
2003). SIRs and CMEs also represent major
drivers of the Sun–Earth interaction, making
their investigation crucial from a space weather
perspective (Temmer 2021).
SIRs form when the fast solar wind emerg-

ing from solar coronal holes interacts with the
slow solar wind upstream of it (see Richard-
son 2018, for a review). SIRs are crucial for
planetary space weather (Zhang et al. 2007),
in particular for enhancing high energy parti-
cles fluxes in the Van Allen radiation belts (e.g.,
Kilpua et al. 2015). SIRs are the main source
of heliospheric suprathermal particles at solar
minimum, when they also play a major role
in modulating cosmic ray activity (Heber &
Burger 1999). SIRs are characterised by a re-
gion of compressed plasma, bounded by a pair
of forward–reverse pressure waves, which can
steepen into forward–reverse shocks, travelling
away from and towards the Sun in the solar
wind rest frame, respectively (Belcher 1971). At
1 au, it was shown that less than 1% of the
SIRs are associated with forward–reverse shock
pairs (Jian et al. 2006). Even fewer forward–
reverse shock pairs are found in the inner helio-
sphere below 1 au, as shown by Schwenn (1996)
using Helios observations. Using the Pioneer
Venus Orbiter (PVO) observations, Jian et al.
(2008) reported that SIR-related shocks are still
very rare near Venus, at 0.73 AU.
CMEs are the largest eruptive events from

the Sun, defined as an observable change in the
coronal structure and an outward motion away

from the Sun (Schwenn 1996). They propagate
at large heliocentric distances, and their rate
is proportional to solar activity. CMEs are ex-
cellent systems of energy conversion, from the
release of magnetic energy at their origin to
the shock-mediated conversion bulk flow energy
into heat and energetic particles during their
propagation (Chen 2011). In-situ, CMEs show
characteristic observable signatures and are of-
ten separated in a forward shock (not always
present), a compressed sheath region, and mag-
netic ejecta (Kilpua et al. 2017). Forward–
reverse shock pairs due to transient distur-
bances and CMEs were also reported at 1 au
using early International Sun-Earth Explorer
(ISEE) observations (Gosling et al. 1988).
Increased solar activity introduces the oppor-

tunity to study the interaction between mul-
tiple CMEs, which may happen in a variety
of ways with different in-situ signatures (see
Lugaz et al. 2017, for a review). Multiple-
CME events may lead to intense geomagnetic
storms (Scolini et al. 2020; Koehn et al. 2022)
and extremely intense solar energetic particle
(SEP) events (Zhuang et al. 2020). Interacting
CMEs are the object of flourishing scientific de-
bate, establishing their role in heliospheric en-
ergetics (Lugaz & Farrugia 2014; Palmerio et al.
2021).
The Sun is approaching the maximum activ-

ity of solar cycle 25, and novel datasets are now
available, due to the ground-breaking Parker
Solar Probe (PSP, Fox et al. 2016) and Solar
Orbiter (Müller, D. et al. 2020) missions. Thus,
a novel observational window for solar eruptive
phenomena has opened (e.g., Dresing, N. et al.
2023; Trotta et al. 2024).
In this work, we exploit this new win-

dow by reporting, for the first time, a fully
formed forward–reverse shock pair driven by
two interacting CMEs. The shock pair is ob-
served by Solar Orbiter as close to the Sun
as 0.5 au on March 8, 2022. We identi-
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Figure 1. Summary of Solar Orbiter observations. a-b): Energetic differential fluxes (in
E2 · cm−2s−1sr−1MeV) as measured from EPD’s Sun-directed Electron Proton Telescope (EPT, a) and
Supra Thermal Electron Proton sensor (STEP, b). c) MAG normal mode magnetic field magnitude and
components in RTN. d-e) Proton bulk flow speed, proton density and temperature as measured by SWA-PAS

(Proton Alpha Sensor). f) Plasma total pressure (Ptot = npkBTp +
B2

2µ0
where kB and µ0 are the Boltzmann

constant and the vacuum magnetic permeability). g) One-dimensional energy flux (in cm−2s−1eV) measured
by PAS. h) Element abundance ratios measured by the SWA Heavy Ion Sensor (HIS). i) Integrated pitch
angle distributions for electrons with energies larger than 100 eV as measured by SWA-Electron Analyser
Sensor (EAS) (in cm−2s−1eV). The continuous, dashed–dotted and dashed lines show the times at which
Solar Orbiter crosses the CME1 wave, the forward and reverse shock, respectively.
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fied two candidate CMEs coronograph images
from the Solar Terrestrial Relations Observa-
tory (STEREO; Kaiser et al. 2008) and finally
studied their evolution using the well radially-
alignedWind (Ogilvie & Desch 1997) spacecraft
at 1 au. We describe the data products used in
in Section 2, while the results are presented in
Section 3, and the conclusions reported in Sec-
tion 4.

2. DATA

We use STEREO-A’s Sun Earth Connection
Coronal and Heliospheric Investigation (SEC-
CHI; Howard et al. 2008) suite, with focus on
the COR2 coronagraph, imaging the solar at-
mosphere up to 15 R⊙.
At Solar Orbiter, we use the flux-gate mag-

netometer (MAG; Horbury et al. 2020). Ion
moments and suprathermal electron pitch an-
gle distributions and composition are from the
Solar Wind Analyser suite (SWA; Owen et al.
2020). Energetic particles have been mea-
sured by the Energetic Particle Detector (EPD;
Rodŕıguez-Pacheco, J. et al. 2020).
From Wind, we use the Magnetic Field Inves-

tigation (MFI; Lepping et al. 1995), and the
Three-Dimensional Plasma and Energetic Par-
ticle Investigation (3DP; Lin et al. 1995) in-
strument for ion moments and electron distri-
butions.

3. RESULTS

On March 8, 2022, Solar Orbiter crossed a
forward–reverse shock pair at 0.49 au (Figure
1). The time separation between the two shocks
is 6 hours and 47 minutes.
The shock parameters, computed using the

SerPyShock package (Trotta et al. 2022), sys-
tematically changing the upstream/downstream
averaging windows from a few seconds to 2 min-
utes, are summarized in Table 1. The forward
shock is oblique (θBn∼ 60◦), with small Mach
numbers, while the reverse shock more perpen-
dicular and stronger, compatible with previ-

ous studies of SIR shocks (Kilpua et al. 2015).
Both shocks exhibit an interesting small-scale
behaviour, which will be part of a follow-up
work.
Figure 1 shows an overview of the event,

with the forward–reverse shock pair highlighted
by the dashed magenta lines. The interaction
region between the shocks resembles a fully-
formed SIR (see, e.g., Richardson 2018), more
often observed at 1 au and beyond. It is as-
sociated with a magnetic field compression, two
subsequent increases in the bulk flow speed, and
enhanced total plasma pressure (Figure 1c, d,
f).
Further analysis of the event reveals that the

forward–reverse shock pair is not created in the
interaction between fast and slow wind, but
rather between two CMEs (CME1 and CME2
in chronological order, see Figure 1) with dif-
ferent propagation speeds (about 290 and 450
km/s, respectively). This is readily seen by
the presence of several clear indicators of the
CME material (see Zurbuchen et al. 2016) both
before and after the interaction region, includ-
ing the smooth magnetic field rotations up-
stream/downstream of the interaction, the en-
hanced O7+/O6+ ratios and the bi-directional
pitch angle distributions of suprathermal elec-
trons (Figure 1c,h,i). Figure 1 shows that the
CME1 is both slower (Figure 1 d) and possi-
bly magnetically less well-connected to the Sun
(less clear bidirectional electron). The start
of CME1, on March 7, 2022, 7:23:46 UT, ma-
genta line in Figure 1 has not steepened into
a shock due to the slow CME1 propagation
speed. Downstream of the CME1 wave, we ob-
serve a change of parameters (around 6:00 UT
on March 8), marking the start of enhanced en-
ergetic particle fluxes within the CME1 ejecta
(Figure 1 a, b). Protons with energies of up
to 7 MeV were found, irregularly distributed
within both the CME1 and CME2 ejecta and in
the interaction region. This behaviour may de-
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Table 1. Shock times and parameters inferred from Solar Orbiter direct observations. The parameters
shown are (left to right): shock normal vector, θBn, magnetic compression ratio rB, gas compression ratio r,
shock speed vsh, upstream plasma beta βup, fast magnetosonic and Alfvénic Mach numbers (Mfms and MA,
respectively).

Shock Time [UT] ⟨n̂RTN⟩ ⟨θBn⟩ [◦] ⟨rB⟩ ⟨r⟩ ⟨vsh⟩[km/s] βup Mfms MA

Forward 08-Mar-2022 14:04:26 [0.95 -0.11 0.30] 59 1.5 2 367 0.09 1.2 1.1

Reverse 08-Mar-2022 21:33:01 [-0.94 0.15 0.32] 69 2 2.1 -373 3.1 2 3.8

Figure 2. a-g: Zoom on the interaction region as in Figure 1 without the energetic particles spectrogram.
h: Simplified sketch representing the event with the identified areas within the interaction and the Solar
Orbiter trajectory (spacecraft model: esa.com). i: Three-dimensional plot of magnetic field vectors in RTN
for the event. Yellow, red and blue arrows are measurements taken in CME1, interaction and CME2 regions,
respectively. The magenta/orange planes represent the forward-reverse shock pair.

pend on the intrinsic complexity of the environ-
ment measured. Furthermore complexity may
be due to further injection of energetic particles
at the Sun, where we identified a type III radio
burst at 4:30 UT (not shown here). Starting
at about 13:00 UT, we report enhanced par-
ticle fluxes upstream of and well-connected to
the forward shock, readily seen in at high ener-

gies in the spectrogram in Figure 1g. This ex-
tended particle foreshock propagating in CME1
and thereby producing foreshock waves will be
object of further study.
We focus on the interaction region properties,

showing a zoom of the Solar Orbiter measure-
ments and a simplified sketch of the event in
Figure 2. The trailing part of the interaction re-
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Figure 3. a–b): Two successive eruptions as observed by the STEREO-A COR2 coronagraph. c) Orbital
configuration at the start time of the interaction. The STEREO-A heliospheric imager field of view and
a model CME propagation compatible with observations in b) have been superimposed (red and colored
cones, respectively).

gion is characterised by higher plasma densities,
lower temperatures, and higher elemental abun-
dances (Figure 2 f) than the leading portion.
The pitch angle distributions show that mag-
netic connectivity changes in the end portion of
the interaction region from field lines connected
to the Sun at one end to those having both ends
connected. These observations emphasise that
the interaction region consists of plasma from
two different sources.
The interaction region shows sub-structuring,

with irregular behaviour in many measured
quantities (Figure 2 left). We suggest that this
is due to the spacecraft probing, in rapid suc-
cession, the material at the end of CME1, and
material in the CME2 sheath and cloud (Fig-
ure 2h), as particularly evident in the plasma
signatures (Figure 2 c, e). Plasma belonging to
different regions may mix due to reconnection,
discussed below.
The leading part of the interaction region is

characterised by hot plasma, strongly processed
by the forward shock. Progressing through
the interaction, we observe abrupt changes in
magnetic field direction, in association with
strong transverse flow deflections (at 18:00 and
19:05 UT), corresponding to plasma being de-

flected away from the radial direction in the
interaction between the two events. We inter-
pret this region as the interface between the two
CMEs.
As done in observations of planar magnetic

structures in the solar wind (e.g., Nakagawa
et al. 1989) and in CME-driven sheath re-
gions (Palmerio et al. 2016), we applied a Mini-
mum Variance Analysis (MVA) to the magnetic
field in the interaction region. In the interval
from the immediate downstream of the forward
shock to the reverse shock, the intermediate-to-
minimum eigenvalue ratio of the MVA matrix
is large λ2/λ3 ∼ 8. This implies the existence
of a well-defined minimum variance direction.
Projecting the magnetic field components in the
MVA frame highlights the change at the inter-
face region at 18:00 UT mentioned above (not
shown here). Strong changes at 19:00 UT are
also found both with the MVA and magnetic
reconnection diagnostics (see below), indicating
that there may be more than one interface cross-
ing.
Further characterization was performed,

searching for magnetic reconnection signatures,
crucial for mixing plasmas efficiently (e.g., Rus-
sell et al. 1990). We used the magnetic recon-
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nection method successfully applied to Solar
Orbiter data in Fargette et al. (2023). Orange
shaded regions in Figure 2 (left) correspond
to reconnection exhaust crossings. It is read-
ily seen that the interaction region undergoes
strong reconnection activity, very long-lasting
around 18:00 UT, corresponding to the previ-
ously identified CME–CME interface and cor-
roborating the interpretation of complex mixing
of CMEs.
Finally, in Figure 2i we show a three–

dimensional plot of the magnetic field vectors
as measured by Solar Orbiter in the CME1, in-
teraction region, and CME2 intervals (yellow,
red, and teal arrows, respectively), with the
forward–reverse shock pair represented as the
magenta/orange planes, respectively. The inter-
face between the two CMEs can be clearly seen
in the sharp change of direction of the magnetic
field.
The spacecraft orbital configuration during

the event makes it possible to get unique in-
sights about the evolution of this novel inter-
action structure. Using the COR2 coronagraph
of the STEREO-A spacecraft, we identified two
candidate eruptions from the Sun, possibly the
progenitors of the observed interaction. These
are displayed in Figure 3 a, b for CME1 and
CME2, respectively, while Figure 3 c shows
the spacecraft orbital configuration with the
STEREO-A field of view (red cone) and a model
CME eruption (rainbow cone) obtained using
the propagation tool in Rouillard et al. (2017).
While the identification for the remote coun-
terparts of CME1 and CME2 is not straight-
forward, both candidates are compatible with
the direction of the eruption and their arrival
time at Solar Orbiter. Such remote observa-
tions highlight how even “faint” solar eruptions
can give rise to energetic events through com-
plex interaction.
During the event, the Solar Orbiter–Earth

longitudinal separation was about 9◦. We ex-

ploited the configuration and We found an in-
situ structure crossing the Wind spacecraft at
the Sun–Earth Lagrange point L1 at 13:00 UT
on March 10, 2023, compatible with the Solar
Orbiter event propagating at about 400 km s−1

speed from 0.5 to 1 au.
In Figure 4, it is readily noted that the

forward–reverse shock pair is not present at
Wind. Only a fast forward shock is observed
at Wind ahead of the whole structure, cross-
ing the spacecraft on March 10 at 16:11:32
UTC. The shock has a complex magnetic struc-
ture upstream and downstream and a data gao
in plasma measurements immediately down-
stream, making shock parameter estimation
particularly difficult. However, we estimate
that the shock is oblique (θBn ∼ 55◦) and the
Alfvén Mach number is very low, close to 1.
The event at Wind is compatible with the

complex ejecta resulting from the interaction
of multiple CMESs, as reported in Lugaz et al.
(2017), with some differences, such as high den-
sity and temperature ejecta. The structure, at
1 au, has also some features reminiscent of a
SIR (e.g., magnetic compression), but missing
the typical fast stream signature corresponding
to the reverse pressure wave. We note that the
solar wind speed is slower in the first portion
of the complex ejecta than in the second, thus
maintaining the general trends of the structure
at Solar Orbiter. It is also possible that the 10◦

separation between the two locations was suf-
ficient to measure different parts of the event
between Solar Orbiter and L1. Therefore, these
joint observations highlight the transient nature
of this novel interaction. Indeed, the interaction
has weakened from 0.5 to 1 au, in contrast with
what expected from SIR driven forward–reverse
shock pairs that tend to get stronger as they
move to high heliocentric distances (Richard-
son et al. 2022). The event was not found
to cause any major space weather disturbance
at Earth, consistent with the lack of periods
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Figure 4. Wind observations for the event at 1 au. From top to bottom are displayed: magnetic field
magnitude and components in the Geocentric Solar Ecliptic (GSE) frame, ion bulk flow speed, ion density
and suprathermal 103 eV electron pitch angle spectrograms. The magenta line marks the forward shock
crossing.

with steady magnetic field orientations (Dim-
mock et al. 2019).

4. CONCLUSIONS

We reported direct observations of a fully–
formed reverse–forward shock pair at the very
low heliocentric distance of 0.5 au. While such
a shock pair is typically associated with an SIR,
it was found to be originated from the interac-
tion between a fast and a slow CME. To our

knowledge, this is the first time that such an
observation is reported.
The CME–CME interaction drives a complex

compression region, where the interface sepa-
rates the plasma from two different sources and
is characterised by a high-level of magnetic re-
connection activity and several irregularities in
the measured plasma conditions. Such charac-
terisation underlines the role of this structure in
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creating favourable conditions efficient energy
dissipation (Richardson 2018).
Energetic ions up to several MeV were ob-

served, with a strongly irregular behaviour, in-
fluenced by the complex plasma environment,
stimulating an advancement of knowledge for
energetic particle behaviour in the heliosphere.
On one hand, due to novel, high time-energy
resolution of energetic particles datasets (see
Wimmer-Schweingruber, R. F. et al. 2021), we
were able to link irregular particle behaviour,
to the plasma irregularities (discontinuities, re-
connection) present in the same region, a study
in continuity with others using EPD in differ-
ent environments (e.g. Trotta et al. 2023). On
the other hand, it was shown that a significant
amount of high energy (∼7 MeV) particles may
be generated in the interaction between weak
eruptive events, with important consequences
for ongoing modelling efforts in SEP acceler-
ation and propagation (e.g. Ding et al. 2024;
Zhuang et al. 2022).
The forward–reverse shock pair propagating

in CME material also offers opportunity to
study shock micro-physics in unusual ambient
parameters, as in the case of the forward shock
exhibiting an extended particle foreshock de-
spite the very low Mach number, probably due
to the low level of upstream magnetic field fluc-
tuations of CME1 (see Lario et al. 2022; Trotta
et al. 2021). Studying shock behaviour in this
poorly explored parameter space is important
for the astrophysical implications of this re-
search, and will be object of further studies.
This study exploited the unique orbital con-

figuration during the event, with two remote
CME candidates identified using the STEREO-
A coronagraph. These observations highlighted
the importance of connecting remote and direct
observations, particularly as the first, slow CME
was particularly faint and yet it gave rise to such
an interesting event.

We also investigated the evolution of this
structure also at 1 au using the Wind space-
craft, revealing a merged structure without
forward–reverse shock pair and mixed features
between a CME and SIR event. This is in con-
trast with SIR–related shock pairs, which get
more intense with heliospheric distance. The
fact that such CME–CME related shock pairs
seem to weaken with heliocentric distance is
compatible with the fact that they have not
been identified previously, and with earlier sim-
ulation studies of interacting CMEs (Lugaz
et al. 2005).
To get further insights into the evolu-

tion of these transient, complex interactions
has relevant implications to space weather
events (Möstl et al. 2020), and will be further
investigated exploiting the extended spacecraft
fleet orbiting the inner heliosphere.
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et al. 2023, A&A, 674, A105,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202345938

Fargette, N., Lavraud, Benôıt, Rouillard, Alexis
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