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not the static Lundquist model (3 events); (iii) MEs not adequately fitted by either model
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* MEs with very small asymmetry (Type 1) of the magnetic field profile can be well fitted by

s Events with moderate asymmetry (Type 2, DiP ~ 0.4-0.45, e.g.) can be well fitted by a

Figure 4. t,/T vs. dimensionless expansion rate ({) of the Exp-Lundquist model and its distribution.

_ . ) = W.Y. and N.A. acknowledge support from NSF AGS-1954983 and NASA ECIP 80NSSC21K0463. = Farrugia, C.J., Burlaga, L.F., Osherovich, V.A., Lepping, R. P. 1992, in Solar Wind Seven
force-free model with self-similar expansion. = W.Y. and F.R acknowledge support from NASA 8ONSSC20K0431, NASA ECIP 80NSSC21K0463, Colloquium, ed. E. Marsch & R. Schwenn, 611-614.
s Events with larger asymmetry (Type 3), the expansion alone cannot explain the entire STEREO 80NSSC20K0431. = Farrugia, C.J., Burlaga, L.F., Osherovich, V.A., et al. 1993, J. Geophys. Res., 98, 7621, doi:
asymmetry. = N.L. acknowledges support from NASA HSR 80NSSC19K0831 and HGI 8ONSSC20K0700. 10.1029/92JA02349.
= C.F. acknowledges support from NASA STEREO 80NSSC20K0431 and NASA 80NSSC19K1293. = Lundquist, S. 1950, Ark. Fys., 2, 361.

» T. G acknowledges support from NASA STEREO 80NSSC20K0431 .

© POSTER TEMPLATE BY GENIGRAPHICS® 1.800.790.4001 WWW.GENIGRAPHICS.COM



