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ABSTRACT

Direct remote-sensing observations of the solar poles have been hindered by the restricted view obtained from
the ecliptic plane. For the first time ever, Solar Orbiter with its remote-sensing instruments observed the poles
of the Sun from out of the ecliptic in the Spring of 2025. Here we report the first measurements of the magnetic
field of the solar poles taken when Solar Orbiter was at heliographic latitudes ranging between 14.9°and 16.7°.
The data-sets were collected by the High Resolution Telescope of the Polarimetric and Helioseismic Imager
(SO/PHI-HRT) on board Solar Orbiter. Two sets of observations, approximately one month apart, for the south
and north pole are considered in this work. The magnetic flux and flux density measured during these campaigns
are reported as a function of the heliographic latitude observed by SO/PHI-HRT. The net fluxes show a different
latitudinal distribution for the two polar caps. We also discuss the observed dependence of the measured fluxes
on the viewing angle. These first results highlight the importance of high-resolution direct measurements of the
polar field, paving the way to the high-latitude observations planned for SO/PHI-HRT in the coming years.

Keywords: Solar physics (1476) — Solar magnetic fields (1503) — Solar surface (1527) — Spectropolarimetry

(1973)

1. INTRODUCTION

The Sun exhibits a magnetic activity cycle of approxi-
mately 11 years. During the solar minimum, the magnetic
field of the south and north poles shows opposite polarities.
The initially unipolar caps evolve into mixed-polarity regions
as the activity increases, until a magnetic field reversal occurs
between the maximum of activity and the next solar min-
imum (H. W. Babcock 1961; R. B. Leighton 1969; Y. M.
Wang et al. 1989; G. Petrie & S. Ettinger 2017). The unipolar
caps play a key role in determining the flux of the Sun’s open
magnetic field (J. A. Linker et al. 2017), the interplanetary
magnetic field at 1 au (IMF, D. H. Mackay & A. R. Yeates
2012), and the origin of the fast solar wind (A. S. Krieger
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et al. 1973; C.-Y. Tu et al. 2005; L. P. Chitta et al. 2023).
The magnetic field at the poles is also thought to provide the
seed for the next solar cycle (P. Charbonneau 2020; R. H.
Cameron et al. 2016).

The first high-resolution observations of the magnetic field
vector were carried out from ground-based observatories
by T. Homann et al. (1997), O. V. Okunev & F. Kneer
(2004), and J. Blanco Rodriguez et al. (2007). S. Tsuneta
et al. (2008a) for the first time revealed the polar magnetic
landscape observed at high resolution from space, with the
Spectro-Polarimeter (SP, B. W. Lites et al. 2013) of the So-
lar Optical Telescope (SOT, S. Tsuneta et al. 2008b) onboard
Hinode (T. Kosugi et al. 2007). The data acquired by Hinode
have been extensively used to track the evolution of the mag-
netic field at the poles, including its reversal (D. Shiota et al.
2012; S. Yang et al. 2024; G. Petrie 2022).
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Figure 1. Magnetic field at the solar poles. Partial field-of-view of the line-of-sight magnetic field acquired during the south (left panel) and
north (right panel) polar campaigns. The dashed lines show the heliographic longitudes and latitudes with 30° and 5° spacing respectively.
The acquisition time is specified on top of each panel. The orientation of the field-of-view is caused by the spacecraft roll. An animation of
this figure is available online. The animation has a playback time of 16 s and shows the full field-of-view of the data acquired during both

campaigns.

Observations of the solar magnetic field vector at the po-
lar regions has proven to be extremely challenging for three
reasons. Firstly, foreshortening of the field-of-view affects
the spatial resolution of the measurement. This in turn leads
to increased cancellation of Stokes V signals of opposite po-
larity magnetic fields (e.g. N. A. Krivova & S. K. Solanki
2004) and reduces the detectability of the smaller polar fac-
ulae. Secondly, the lower intensity measured at the limb,
due to the limb darkening (A. K. Pierce & C. D. Slaughter
1977), reduces drastically the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of
the data. Thirdly, the geometry of the observation compli-
cates the interpretation of the results compared to disk-center
observations, primarily because very close to the limb, the
radial component of the magnetic field is best inferred from
linear polarization signals, which are generally weaker and
more susceptible to noise than circular polarization (G. Petrie
2017, 2022). All these effects make the polar magnetic field,
particularly its line-of-sight component, difficult to measure
and to interpret (R. Centeno et al. 2023).

One way to overcome these challenges is to obtain obser-
vations of the magnetic field from higher heliographic lat-
itudes than those accessible from the near-Earth environ-
ment observatories. This has now become possible, for the
first time, with the Polarimetric and Helioseismic Imager on
board Solar Orbiter (SO/PHI D. Miiller et al. 2020; S. K.
Solanki et al. 2020). In February 2025, Solar Orbiter en-
tered an orbit which allows its remote sensing instruments to

image the Sun from up to +17°in heliographic latitude, 10°
more than what is achievable from Earth.

In this paper, we report the first remote-sensing observa-
tion of the solar north and south pole magnetic field from
out of the ecliptic plane taken with the SO/PHI High Resolu-
tion Telescope (SO/PHI-HRT A. Gandorfer et al. 2018). The
data used in this work are described in Section 2. The results
obtained during the observing campaigns are reported in Sec-
tion 3. The discussion of the results and a brief summary are
given in Section 4.

2. DATA

Data from two campaigns are analyzed to investigate both
the south and north poles of the Sun. The south pole ob-
servations were taken during the Solar Orbiter Observing
Plan (SOOP) R_SMALL_HRES_MCAD_Polar-Rotation (I.
Zouganelis et al. 2020) between 16 and 17 March 2025. The
time series spans 42 hours of observation at 1-hour cadence,
pointing close to the solar south pole when Solar Orbiter was
approaching the Sun moving from -14.9° to -15.6° in helio-
graphic latitude and from a distance of 0.43 to 0.41 au. For
comparison, the maximum inclination that can be obtained
from near-Earth environment observatories is +7.25°. Dur-
ing this campaign, two consecutive datasets (100 s apart) are
averaged to increase the SNR. The north pole observations
were acquired during the R_.SMALL_HRES_MCAD _Polar-
Observations SOOP between 24 and 25 April 2025. The



observations consist of eight datasets taken at three differ-
ent pointings close to the north pole of the Sun. During
this campaign, Solar Orbiter latitude was at approximately
16.7°heliolatitude, at a distance of 0.55 au from the Sun. The
data are processed with the SO/PHI-HRT reduction pipeline
(J. Sinjan et al. 2022; F. Kahil et al. 2022; F. J. Bailén et al.
2024) and the magnetic field vector is retrieved by solving the
radiative transfer equation (RTE) with the MILOS code (D.
Orozco Sudrez & J. C. Del Toro Iniesta 2007). Maps of the
line-of-sight magnetic field for both campaigns, saturated at
+30 G, are shown in Figure 1. The movie of the campaigns is
provided as supplementary material (S1.mp4). The fully cal-
ibrated Level 2 data used for this work are publicly available
in the Solar Orbiter Archive (SOAR).

To avoid spurious magnetic signal coming from noisy re-
gions, the magnetic elements are masked using the circular
and linear polarization signals following the approach of A.
Prabhu et al. (2020). Specifically, we select all points with
circular polarization |[CP—acp| > 20 ¢p or linear polarization
LP — arp > 201p, where acppp is the average and ocpyp is
the standard deviation of the circular and linear polarization,
respectively, determined from a Gaussian fit of the distribu-
tion of the polarization values. Then, all elements with a size
of at least 4 pixels and at least one pixel with circular or linear
polarization above 30 are selected.

The ambiguity in the magnetic field is resolved using the
method developed by H. Ito et al. (2010). The resulting mag-
netic field vectors are then classified into vertical (positive or
negative) fields, horizontal fields, and undetermined fields.
The method is re-adapted for observations taken from outside
the ecliptic, which means that the latitude used in Equations
(1) and (2) in H. Ito et al. (2010) corresponds to the latitude
as seen from Solar Orbiter rather than the true heliographic
latitude.

3. RESULTS

In this study we focus on the properties of the radial mag-
netic field only, as determined by inverting the full mag-
netic vector. First, we consider only pixels that satisfy our
noise criteria, as defined in Section 2. Second, of the sub-
set of pixels with signal above the noise level, we select only
those whose disambiguation provided a predominantly ver-
tical field, i.e. with an angle to the radial direction below
40° or above 140°. The values of the radial magnetic field
measured inside all the elements selected in both campaigns
are shown in Figure 2. The distribution peaks at ~200 G and
shows values up to 1.5 kG.

The average magnetic flux is calculated for both south and
north pole observations and is shown in Figure 3 as a func-
tion of the heliographic latitude. The flux is computed in each
pixel of the selected magnetic elements as B, - S, where B,
is the radial component of the magnetic field, obtained after
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Figure 2. Histogram showing the absolute value of the radial mag-
netic field measured during the polar campaigns.

the disambiguation, and § is the surface area of each pixel.
The magnetic flux is then segmented into latitudinal bins of
2° size. The thick lines represent the fluxes measured within
a given latitude bin averaged over longitude and over all data
sets of the respective campaigns (42 for the south pole, 8§ for
the north pole), while the 1o variation is shown as a shaded
area. Both poles show a bell-shaped distribution peaked be-
tween 75° and 70° with low fluxes both close to the pole and
at low absolute latitudes. The total flux measured during the
campaigns depends also on the area covered by the obser-
vations. The percentage of the area observed in a specific
latitude bin is shown as a blue curve in Figure 3. The ab-
solute area of each latitudinal bin is different, which is also
affecting the flux measured in that specific bin. Indeed, it is
more likely to measure higher flux in a large area than in a
smaller one.

The number density of the magnetic elements is displayed
in Figure 4 as a function of the magnetic flux in individual
elements. The number of elements in each bin is displayed
as a function of the total unsigned flux (similarly to D. Shiota
et al. 2012). The imbalance between different polarities in
different ranges of flux is clearly shown in this figure, partic-
ularly the north pole shows negative polarity concentrations
with larger flux, whereas the south pole is more balanced,
although with some excess of positive polarity flux. The dif-
ferences in the total flux above 70° in absolute latitude are
shown in Table 1.

Because of the different absolute areas covered by the ob-
servations at different latitudes, the magnetic flux density is
determined to better evaluate the magnetic fluxes at the poles.
The flux density is defined as

2 (1)

B() = ,
2ijSij
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Figure 3. Magnetic fluxes for the north (upper panel) and south pole
(bottom panel) campaigns. The green and pink lines show the abso-
lute positive and negative fluxes respectively, and the dark gray line
the net flux as a function of the heliographic latitude. The latitudinal
bins have a size of 2°. The thick lines show the flux averaged over
the different observations, the shaded areas show the 1o variance
between the individual snapshots. The blue line shows the average
percentage of area coverage through the campaign at different lati-
tudes. In both panels the respective pole is located on the left side.

where B(A) is the magnetic flux density in a specific latitu-
dinal bin A, ®(n) is the magnetic flux of the n-th element in
that bin, and §; ; is the surface of each pixel (i, j) between the
latitudes defined by A. As for the magnetic flux, the latitudi-
nal bins have a size of 2°. The result is displayed in Figure 5.
The color scheme is similar to that in Figure 3, but now for
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Figure 4. Number density of the magnetic elements as a function
of the magnetic fluxes of these elements measured during the south
(left panel) and north (right panel) pole campaigns. Only values
with absolute heliographic latitude above 70° are considered.
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Figure 5. Magnetic flux densities for the north (upper panel) and
south pole (bottom panel). The colors are represented as in Figure 3.

the magnetic flux densities, with pink for negative, green for
positive and black for the net magnetic flux density.

The flux density of both positive and negative features re-
mains roughly constant between 65 and 90° northern lati-
tudes, while the net flux shows a gradual increase from nearly
zero at the pole until a latitude of 65°. At lower latitudes, the
flux density decreases until the edge of the FoV at 60°. Given
the sizes of the error bands, however, all flux densities varia-
tions with latitude measured at the north pole are compatible
with no dependence on latitude, except for the last bin, 60—
65°. For the south pole, the flux density, particularly the pos-
itive one, increases strongly away from the pole until around
a latitude of -70° after which it stays roughly stable. The net
magnetic flux density also increases when moving away from
the pole, but less pronounced than around the north pole. It
is noteworthy that the next flux has opposite signs at the two
poles.

Flux South Pole North Pole

Positive  (1.76+0.29)-10*' Mx  (2.78+0.82)-10*! Mx

Negative (-1.49+0.25)-10%! Mx  (-3.64+0.75)-10*! Mx

Net (2.75+ 2.19)-10%° Mx  (-8.68+4.13)-102° Mx

Table 1. Averaged fluxes measured during the south and north pole
campaigns. The uncertainty corresponds to one standard deviation.
Only values with absolute heliographic latitude above 70° are con-
sidered.



Flux density South Pole North Pole

Positive (1.99+0.33) Mx/cm?>  (2.16+0.80) Mx/cm?
Negative (-1.68+0.29) Mx/cm?  (-2.82+0.75) Mx/cm?
Net (0.31 £ 0.25) Mx/cm?  (-0.66+0.32) Mx/cm?

Table 2. Temporal average of the flux densities measured during the
south and north pole campaigns. The uncertainty corresponds to one
standard deviation. Only elements located at absolute heliographic
latitudes above 70° are considered.

This result is also illustrated in Table 2, where it is shown
that the total net magnetic flux density in the north pole is
slightly higher than that in the south pole. The uncertainties
of the north pole are higher with respect to the south pole
because of the lower number of datasets acquired in the two
campaigns.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we reported the first measurement of the mag-
netic field of the solar poles acquired out of the ecliptic plane
by SO/PHI-HRT. Solar Orbiter observed both poles approx-
imately one month apart thanks to its highly eccentric and
somewhat inclined orbit. The main result of the analysis pre-
sented here is that the poles already exhibit a polarity rever-
sal compared to the first half of the current solar cycle (see
D. Shiota et al. 2012; S. Yang et al. 2024), as reported in Ta-
bles 1 and 2. Figures 3 and 5 show the distribution of the
magnetic flux and flux density at different latitudes, respec-
tively.

The region surrounding the south pole displays an excess
of positive flux starting from -80° in heliographic latitude,
although in the region immediately surrounding the pole the
flux difference is close to the uncertainty in the measure-
ments. In contrast, the north pole shows a clear net nega-
tive flux between about 65° in latitude and 85°. Beyond that
latitude the uncertainties are too large to determine if there
is a flux imbalance or not. In general, the area surrounding
the north pole shows higher magnetic flux compared to the
south pole and a correspondingly larger imbalance. A differ-
ence is also seen in the absolute flux density around the two
poles, with the flux density at the north pole staying almost
constant at a value somewhat in excess of 2 G right up to the
pole, while it drops to below 1 G at the south pole.

The decrease of the magnetic flux density towards the pole
is a sign of the delay of polarity reversal at the highest lat-
itudes compared to the lower ones. Such an effect reflects
the migration of the magnetic flux from lower latitudes, as
shown also by S. Yang et al. (2024) and G. Petrie (2022), and
modeled by, e.g., C. J. Schrijver & A. M. Title (2001) or J.
Jiang & Z. Zhang (2025). Uncovering the dynamo processes,
which in addition leads to the polarity reversal, is one of the

log(®)

Figure 6. Distribution of the logarithm of the magnetic flux (y axis)
of each selected magnetic element at the south and north poles as
function of y (x axis). The colorbar shows the number of counts
in each bin on a logarithmic scale. The white line represents the
average of the flux for each u bin.

main objectives of Solar Orbiter, of which this work repre-
sents a first step to be extended by future, dedicated SO/PHI
observation campaigns.

The uncertainties in the north pole are higher than those
in the south pole (see Figure 5) because of the lower num-
ber of datasets used in the analysis (42 for the south pole, 8
for the north pole) and the lower spatial resolution and SNR.
As discussed in L. Bellot Rubio & D. Orozco Suarez (2019)
and already shown in N. A. Krivova & S. K. Solanki (2004),
higher resolution helps to reveal previously unresolved mag-
netic structures, leading to an increase in the measured flux.
The number density of the magnetic flux in the selected ele-
ments (Figure 4) also shows higher values in the south pole
than in the north pole for magnetic fluxes below 10'7 Mx.
Such an effect is probably the result of a combination of
the lower spatial resolution and SNR in the north pole data
which prevents the detection of the smallest (and weakest)
elements. The lower SNR is due to the type of observations
planned for the two campaigns, which allowed the average
of two consecutive datasets for the south pole, but not for the
north pole. The small scale elements are anyway expected to
have a limited contribution on the total flux imbalance of the
polar caps, as reported by D. Shiota et al. (2012) and S. Yang
et al. (2025).

In addition to the spatial resolution and to the SNR, a cru-
cial factor in the observation of small and weak magnetic
patches is the foreshortening close to the solar limb (see also
J. Sinjan et al. 2024; K. Albert et al. 2025). Figure 6 shows
the dependence of the fluxes of every selected magnetic el-
ement on the ¢ = cos 6, where 6 is the heliocentric angle at
which they are observed for both the north and south poles.
The figure clearly shows that the average magnetic flux per
feature increases when observing elements close to the limb,
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because the weaker (and smaller) elements are either not vis-
ible or their signal is too small compared to the background
noise. Furthermore, the elements with the highest fluxes
(above 10! Mx) are observed mostly for u values higher
than ~0.25. At this moment, it is not possible to discern the
cause of this distribution, being a foreshortening effect or a
real absence of smaller elements at the pole. Limb observa-
tions far from the poles and future polar campaigns run at
even higher latitudes will help point to a solution.

High latitude observations provide key information to
study the solar poles. SO/PHI-HRT is the only instrument
able, now and in the coming five years, to provide mag-
netic field measurements from out of the ecliptic. The
ability to image the Sun’s high latitude areas at larger u
will be of fundamental importance for the understanding of
the magnetic field at the pole, its generation, its evolution,

and

how that shapes the near-Earth environment and the entire
heliosphere (see also the study by L. P. Chitta et al. 2025,
that analyzed the poleward migration of the magnetic field at
high polar latitudes). Our preliminary results set the grounds
for such novel science from the high-latitude phase of the
Solar Orbiter mission.
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