Nanoflare Heating of an X-ray Bright Point Observed by MaGIXS
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Fig 3. Heating profile for three loops.
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Fig 1. (a) Yellow box denotes the XBP region in the full-Sun 1image .
from the AIA 211A channel on July 30, 2021, at 18:20 UT. (b) HYDRAD aCCOrdlngIY-
MaGIXS captures the spectral and spatial overlapogram of the
XBP. (¢) A zoomed-in view of the XBP in the AIA 211A channel
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