Examination of Separator Reconnection Rates in a Series of

Adjacent Emerging/Existing Active Region Pairs SH11D-3387
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Work thus far?: Improvement on methodology: An interesting case: No reconnected loops?
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The coronal image at left has a quadrupolar MCT model overplotted for reference on where
we might expect to see reconnected loops
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bt T e T e T Improvement of loop selection procedure: [LEFT] In previous work?, we used local
Distribution of « in various magnetic domains: The emerging and existing AR’s were maxima in the intensity profile to select coronal loops. [RIGHT] We make improvements to

. , : our analysis pipeline by implementing OCCULTA.
mgﬁgleediégtzrr‘misg?rﬁrrfet The modeled interconnecting loops [center] were modeled at Significant loop confirmation will be done by an REU student in summer 2020.
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