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Abstract. We have examined the most intense external (magnetospheric and ionospheric) and internal (induced) |dH/dt|
(amplitude of the 10 s time derivative of the horizontal geomagnetic field) events observed by the high-latitude International

Monitor for Auroral Geomagnetic Effects (IMAGE) magnetometers between 1994 and 2018. While the most intense external

|dH/dt| events at adjacent stations typically occurred simultaneously, the most intense internal (and total) |dH/dt| events were

more scattered in time, most likely due to the complexity of induction in the conducting ground. The most intense external5

|dH/dt| events occurred during geomagnetic storms, among which the Halloween storm in Oct 2003 featured prominently, and

drove intense geomagnetically induced currents (GIC). Events in the prenoon local time sector were associated with sudden

commencements (SC) and pulsations, and the most intense |dH/dt| values were driven by abrupt changes in the eastward

electrojet due to solar wind dynamic pressure increase or decrease. Events in the premidnight and dawn local time sectors

were associated with substorm activity, and the most intense |dH/dt| values were driven by abrupt changes in the westward10

electrojet, such as weakening and poleward retreat (premidnight) or undulation (dawn). Despite being associated with various

event types and occurring at different local time sectors, there were common features among the drivers of most intense

external |dH/dt| values: pre-existing intense ionospheric currents (SC events were an exception) that were abruptly modified

by sudden changes in the magnetospheric magnetic field configuration. While proper description of the fast changes during

SC events appears to require 1 s data, pulsations and substorms may be sufficiently described by 10 s |dH/dt|. 1 min data,15

however, significantly underestimates the |dH/dt| peaks. Our results contribute towards the ultimate goal of reliable forecasts

of dH/dt and GIC.

1 Introduction

Geomagnetically induced currents (GIC) in technological conductor networks occur commonly during space weather events

and have the potential to affect the performance of critical ground infrastructure such as electric power transmission grids.20

Figure 1 illustrates the chain of processes that causes geomagnetic variations and GIC. The amplitude of the time derivative

of the horizontal ground magnetic field (|dH/dt|) has often been used as a proxy for the geoelectric field and GIC risk

(Viljanen, 1998; Viljanen et al., 2001). Geomagnetic variations observed on the ground are a sum of an “external” part due to
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electric currents in the magnetosphere and ionosphere and an “internal” part due to telluric currents induced in the conducting

ground. Recently, Juusola et al. (2020) have shown that |dH/dt| is typically dominated by the internal geomagnetic variations.25

Because the internal part of |dH/dt| depends on the often highly structured ground conductivity (e.g., Korja et al., 2002),

spatial distribution of the internal |dH/dt| is more structured than that of the external |dH/dt|. An example that illustrates

this is provided in Figure 2.

Fig. 2a shows the ionospheric equivalent current density (J , arrows) and corresponding horizontal ground magnetic field

magnitude (|H|, color), calculated by fitting the superposed magnetic field of a layer of two-dimensional Spherical Elementary30

Current Systems (2D SECS) (Vanhamäki and Juusola, 2020) at 90 km altitude to the measured ground geographic north (Bx)

and east (By) components of the geomagnetic field. The down component (Bz) cannot be included in the fitting, because it

cannot be represented in terms of ionospheric equivalent currents only. Fig. 2b–c show the ionospheric (external) equivalent

current density and corresponding ground magnetic field and induced (internal) equivalent current density and corresponding

ground magnetic field, calculated by fitting the measured Bx, By , and Bz with two layers of SECSs, one at 90 km altitude and35

the other at 1 m depth. The time derivatives (dBx(t)/dt = [Bx(t)−Bx(t−T )]/T , where T = 10 s) corresponding to Fig. 2a–c

are shown in Fig. 2d–f. Note that the color and arrow scales vary from panel to panel. Without the field separation (Fig. 2a, d),

the measured Bx and By are perfectly reproduced by the SECS reconstruction, but Bz is not. With field separation, (Fig. 2b,

c, e, f) Bx, By , and Bz are perfectly reproduced by the reconstruction. Note that this only applies to the magnetic field at

the stations. The interpolated values contain some uncertainty, and the field separation is not perfect, either (Juusola et al.,40

2020). The ionospheric J and corresponding ground |H| distributions, calculated without the field separation (Fig. 2a), and

particularly their time derivatives (Fig. 2d), are clearly more incoherent than those calculated with the field separation (Fig. 2b,

c). In order to be able to produced the highly structured H and dH/dt that in reality are caused by induced currents often

located close to the surface of the earth, the ionospheric J and dJ/dt calculated without the field separation (Fig. 2a, d) need

to have much stronger amplitudes than those calculated with the separation (Fig. 2b, e). Although no information about the45

ground conductivity has been used in the purely mathematical field separation, conductivity structures, such as the Norwegian

coast line, are evident in the distribution of the induced J and |H| (Fig. 2c).

Because induction in the ground is a complicated process, external |dH/dt| may not be as good a proxy for GIC as the

total |dH/dt|. Namely, the geoelectric field driving GIC depends significantly on local ground conductivity, the effect of

which is also seen on the total |dH/dt|. For the same reason, studying the external |dH/dt| provides more direct information50

on the solar wind-magnetosphere-ionosphere processes that cause intense |dH/dt| values than studying the total |dH/dt|.
Intense external |dH/dt| is a requirement for strong induction and GIC, although the most intense induced |dH/dt| may not

occur at the same time as the most intense external |dH/dt|. This is because the induced current density depends on the time

history of the external dH/dt as well as the structure of the ground conductivity, which may favor certain type of driving over

others. Understanding the details of the solar wind-magnetosphere-ionosphere coupling that create intense external |dH/dt| is55

a requirement for developing our capability to forecast them. The very short persistence of the time derivative of the horizontal

ground magnetic field (dH/dt) compared to horizontal ground magnetic field (H) is a challenge for forecasting dH/dt

(Kellinsalmi et al., 2022). Once time series of the external H with correct dH/dt behavior can be predicted, fast modeling of
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Figure 1. Principle of geomagnetic variations and geomagnetically induced currents (GIC): Disturbances created by solar activity propagate

to the Earth and interact with the Earth’s magnetosphere-ionosphere system, creating electric currents in the near-Earth space. The spatially

and temporally highly varying “external” magnetic field of these currents drives induction in the conducting ground. The “internal” magnetic

field of the induced telluric electric currents is superposed to the external magnetic field, producing geomagnetic variations that can be

measured by magnetometers on ground or at low-orbit satellites. The relative contribution of internal and external magnetic fields depends

on the distance of the measurement point to the various current systems, such that the internal contribution is the strongest on the ground

and weakens with increasing altitude. The induced geoelectric field drives GIC in technological conductor systems. Global magnetosphere-

ionosphere simulations can typically describe the external part of geomagnetic variations only, while induction modeling is needed for

describing the electromagnetic interaction between the conducting Earth and external geomagnetic variations.

three-dimensional (3D) induction (e.g., Marshalko et al., 2021; Kruglyakov et al., 2022) and GIC (Lehtinen and Pirjola, 1985;

Viljanen et al., 2012, 2014; Kelly et al., 2017; Pirjola et al., 2022) is feasible.60

Intense |dH/dt| and GIC are typically attributed to substorms, sudden commencements (SCs), and geomagnetic pulsations

(Viljanen et al., 1999; Rogers et al., 2020; Clilverd et al., 2021) associated with geomagnetic storms driven by interplanetary

coronal mass ejections (ICMEs) and their sheaths (Huttunen et al., 2008; Kataoka and Pulkkinen, 2008). Energy input from

the solar wind into the magnetosphere can be characterized by various parameters, such as the solar wind electric field or

southward component of the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF), and has been found to correlate with GIC amplitudes and65

nightside magnetic perturbation activity (Huttunen et al., 2008; Engebretson et al., 2021). Recently, Hajra (2022) has shown

that intense GIC do not occur as individual peaks but as clusters with duration of ∼5–38 h associated with intense substorm

clusters, characterized by peak SuperMAG auroral electrojet index >2000 nT.

The SC signature is a sudden increase of the horizontal geomagnetic field. It occurs when an abrupt increase in the solar

wind dynamic pressure, at an interplanetary shock, for example, compresses the magnetosphere, leading to an intensification70

of the electric currents in the magnetosphere and ionosphere (Oliveira and Samsonov, 2018).
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Figure 2. Effect of ground magnetic field separation: Ionospheric equivalent current density (arrows) and corresponding horizontal ground

magnetic field, calculated by fitting the measured ground north (Bx) and east (By) components of the geomagnetic field with a layer of

2D Spherical Elementary Current Systems (SECS) (Vanhamäki and Juusola, 2020) at 90 km altitude (a). (b)–(c): Ionospheric (external)

equivalent current density and corresponding ground magnetic field and induced (internal) equivalent current density and corresponding

ground magnetic field, calculated by fitting the measured Bx, By , and Bz with two layers of SECSs, one at 90 km altitude and the other at

1 m depth. (d)–(f): The same as (a)–(c) except for the time derivatives. Note that each panel has a different color and arrow length scale.

Ultra-low frequency waves (ULF), which are detected on the ground as geomagnetic pulsations, are a known source of

intense |dH/dt|. ULF waves in the magnetosphere can be caused either externally by solar wind perturbations, or internally.

The most important sources of ULF waves directly driven by the solar wind are thought to be the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

and solar wind dynamic pressure pulses. Because the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability requires a shear flow, it mainly occurs at75

the dawn and dusk flanks of the magnetopause, especially when the solar wind speed is high (Engebretson et al., 1998).
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Whereas SCs and some pulsation types can be considered to be directly driven by the solar wind, substorms are a delayed

response to energy input from the solar wind into the magnetosphere. Intense |dH/dt| (exceeding 1 nT/s) occur typically

during events governed by westward ionospheric currents (Viljanen et al., 2001), often during substorm onsets when the

amplitude of the westward electrojet (WEJ) increases rapidly (Viljanen et al., 2006b). Juusola et al. (2015a) have shown80

that the temporal development of |dH/dt| activity during substorms follows that of substorm currents and aurora, typically

spreading from a premidnight onset region poleward, equatorward and toward the morning sector along the auroral oval and

WEJ. According to Viljanen et al. (2001) and Juusola et al. (2020), the directional distribution of intense external dH/dt varies

as a function of magnetic local time (MLT), developing from the predominantly north-south orientation in the premidnight

sector to east-west orientation in the 02–05 MLT sector, and back to north-south direction in the pre-noon sector. This change85

is strongest at stations at the latitudes of the nominal auroral oval and becomes weaker towards north and south, where dH/dt

prefers north-south orientation even in the morning sector. According to Schillings et al. (2022), rapid dB/dt spikes initially

occur in the premidnight sector and later spread towards the morning sector. Such a sequence is correlated with the AE index

and can repeat several times throughout a geomagnetic storm.

Intense |dH/dt| events are concentrated in the pre-midnight and dawn MLT sectors (Juusola et al., 2015b; Schillings et al.,90

2022). The pre-midnight events are most likely associated with substorms onset. Substorm onsets leading to clear bulge-type

substorms typically occur around 23 hours MLT, but they are generally not observed after 03 hours MLT (e.g., Frey et al.,

2004). Auroral streamers, driven by fast magnetospheric flows, can also occur in the morning sector auroral oval (e.g., Forsyth

et al., 2020). In the ground magnetic field, auroral streamers typically correspond to southward propagating enhancements

of northwestward or westward ionospheric equivalent current (Juusola et al., 2009). Streamers appear to play a role in the95

formation of auroral omega bands (Weygand et al., 2015; Forsyth et al., 2020; Weygand et al., 2022). Omega bands tend to be

associated with times of greater than average geomagnetic activity and their occurrence peaks in the 02–04 hours MLT sector,

mainly during substorm recovery phases (Partamies et al., 2017). The main source of magnetic disturbances on the ground

during omega bands is an undulating WEJ (Opgenoorth et al., 1983), which causes dH/dt in the east-west direction, although

the ambient field is generally southward. Geomagnetic pulsations at periods 5–40 min, called the Ps6 category (Jacobs et al.,100

1964), due to the undulating WEJ are associated with omega band activity (Opgenoorth et al., 1983). Omega bands have been

shown to cause intense GIC (Apatenkov et al., 2020).

Pulkkinen et al. (2003a) and Dimmock et al. (2019) have suggested that GIC are primarily driven by small-scale spatio-

temporal structures superimposed on the large-scale WEJ. Recent studies have demonstrated that nighttime magnetic pertur-

bations at high latitudes can occur in association with a range of ionospheric current systems, geomagnetic conditions, and105

auroral structures, and can cover large, moving regions with diameters of hundreds of km (Ngwira et al., 2018; Engebretson

et al., 2019a, b; Dimmock et al., 2020; Weygand et al., 2021).

In this study, we will examine in detail five events with the most intense external |dH/dt| (10 s time resolution) observed

by the International Monitor for Auroral Geomagnetic Effects (IMAGE) magnetometer network between 1994 and 2018. The

open question we try to approach is the details and drivers in the various processes (SCs, substorms, pulsations) that produce110
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Figure 3. Stations of the International Monitor for Auroral Geomagnetic Effects (IMAGE) magnetometer network (red squares) in 2018 used

in the current study and the natural gas pipeline close to Mäntsälä (MAN, yellow circle) where GIC are recorded. The blue curves indicate

geomagnetic latitudes.

the most intense |dH/dt|. The structure of the study is as follows: the data and methods are presented in Section 2, the results

are presented in Section 3 and discussed in Section 4. The conlusions are summarized in Section 5.

2 Data and method

2.1 Data

We have used 10 s ground magnetic field measurements from IMAGE (https://space.fmi.fi/image/) magnetometers between115

1994 and 2018. Currently, IMAGE consists of 41 stations that cover magnetic latitudes from the subauroral 47◦ N to the polar

75◦ N in an approximately two hour magnetic local time (MLT) sector. The stations included in our analysis are shown in

Figure 3 and availability of data from each magnetometer is shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Availability of data from IMAGE magnetometers.

IMAGE data are provided in geographic coordinates and we carry out the analysis using the same coordinate system. We use

the notations Bx, By , and Bz for the north, east and down components of the ground magnetic field. The horizontal magnetic120

field vector is denoted by H = Bxêx +Byêy and its amplitude by |H|=
√

B2
x + B2

y . Similarly, the time derivative vector and

its amplitude are dH/dt = dBx/dtêx + dBy/dtêy and |dH/dt|=
√

(dBx/dt)2 + (dBy/dt)2, respectively. The measured

magnetic field is a sum of the internal and external contributions, e.g., Bx = Bx,internal + Bx,external. The time derivative is

calculated as dBx(t)/dt = [Bx(t)−Bx(t−T )]/T , where T = 10 s is the time step of the data. Although geographic coordinates

are used to present the data, we have occasionally marked magnetic coordinates in the plots (e.g., the blue curves in Fig. 3).125

We have used the quasi-dipole (QD) coordinates (Richmond, 1995; Emmert et al., 2010) as given by the software available at

https://apexpy.readthedocs.io/en/latest/. The code uses the 12th generation International Geomagnetic Reference Field (IGRF-

12, Thébault et al., 2015).

To assess the GIC-effectiveness of the intense external |dH/dt| events, we have used 10 s GIC recordings (https://space.

fmi.fi/gic/) in a Finnish natural gas pipeline close to the Mäntsälä (MAN) compressor station in southern Finland (60.6 N, 25.2130

E) (Pulkkinen et al., 2001; Viljanen et al., 2006a). As shown in Fig. 3, MAN is located about 40 km eastward from the IMAGE

magnetometer station Nurmijärvi (NUR). 1 min SYM-H index (Iyemori and Rao, 1996), auroral electrojet indices (AE, AL,

AU, Davis and Sugiura, 1966) and solar wind data propagated to Earth’s bow shock nose were extracted from NASA/GSFC’s

OMNI data set through OMNIWeb (Papitashvili and King, 2020). A list of sudden commencements (SC) (Curto et al., 2007)
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has been obtained from http://isgi.unistra.fr/. An SC is a sharp increase in the magnetic field north component and the SC lists135

are made on the basis of visual inspection of magnetograms from five low latitude observatories.

2.2 Field separation and equivalent currents

We have used the two-dimensional Spherical Elementary Current System (2D SECS) method (Amm, 1997; Amm and Viljanen,

1999; Pulkkinen et al., 2003a, b; Juusola et al., 2016; Vanhamäki and Juusola, 2020; Juusola et al., 2020) to separate the

magnetic field measured at each station into internal and external parts and to derive the external (at 90 km altitude) and140

internal (at 1 m depth) equivalent current densities for each epoch. Before application of the 2D SECS method, a baseline

needed to be subtracted from the data. Because most IMAGE stations are variometers, we could not use a model of the Earth’s

main field. Instead, we have used the method by van de Kamp (2013) to remove the long-term baseline (including instrument

drifts, etc.), any jumps in the data, and the diurnal variation. The diurnal quiet-time magnetic field variation in the IMAGE

region is at most a few tens of nT (Sillanpää et al., 2004). We concentrate on studying large time derivatives of the horizontal145

magnetic field for which this effect is insignificant.

The total (internal + external) magnetic field from the 2D SECS reconstruction is identical to the measured field at all

IMAGE stations used in the SECS reconstruction. However, separation and interpolation of the geomagnetic field between the

stations are not perfect and are affected by the density of the magnetometers as well as boundary conditions, as discussed by

Juusola et al. (2020). Nonetheless, the internal part of the separated field has been shown to follow well the known structure150

of the ground conductivity (Juusola et al., 2020, see also Fig. 2c, where the coastline is prominent) and correlation between

the electrojet currents derived simultaneously from IMAGE and low-orbit satellite have been shown to significantly improve

when the separation is carried out (Juusola et al., 2016). These results indicate that, although not perfect, the separation should

be fairly reliable and worth carrying out.

A change in the station configuration can, under certain conditions, result in an artificial time derivative peak in the recon-155

structed magnetic field at the nearby stations. Because of this, we have discarded any station with data gaps during a day when

processing the entire time series between 1994 and 2018 for the statistics. The time derivative has been calculated without com-

bining values from different days. This is a fairly strict approach and wastes some usable data around midnight, but ensures

that there will not be any artificial time derivative peaks due to changes in station configuration.

3 Results160

Table 1 shows the universal time (UT) of the most intense total, external, and internal |dH/dt| at each IMAGE station between

1994 and 2018. MLT and the SYM-H index are also provided. The stations are listed according to decreasing geographic

latitude (see Fig. 3 for their locations). Three events with several instances in the table have been indicated with colors: the

Halloween geomagnetic storm on 29–31 Oct 2003 (blue, Panasyuk et al., 2004; Pulkkinen et al., 2005), the geomagnetic storm

on 7–8 Sep 2017 (orange, Dimmock et al., 2019), and the geomagnetic storm on 24 Nov 2001 (green, Tsurutani et al., 2015;165

Kleimenova et al., 2015). Colored dots in the second column indicate station availability during the days of these events (black:
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not available). For example: station NAL does not have data for the first day of Event 1 (29 Oct 2003) but has data for the

last two days of Event 1 (30–31 Oct 2003), for both days of Event 2 (7–8 Sep 2017), and for Event 3 (24 Nov 2001). Table 1

updates the list of the most intense |dH/dt| in 1994–2003 calculated from 10 s IMAGE data by Pulkkinen et al. (2005).

The maximum external |dH/dt| values can be attributed to a handful of events. The Halloween storm in Oct 2003 is170

clearly the main source of the most intense |dH/dt| values at the IMAGE stations, with the Sep 2017 storm generally as the

replacement for those stations that did not have data from the Halloween storm. In addition to the Oct 2003 and Sep 2017

geomagnetic storms that mainly affected the stations in the middle of the IMAGE latitude range, the storm in Nov 2001 and

an event in Jan 2005 caused the most intense values in northern Fennoscandia and Svalbard, respectively. The station BJN

is located on an island between Fennoscandia and Svalbard, with some distance to Fennoscandia stations in the south and175

Svalbard stations in the north, and had its own most intense event. The southern IMAGE station TAR, which has provided data

since 2001, observed the most intense values during the “St. Patrick’s day” geomagnetic storm on 17 Mar 2015 (Wu et al.,

2016). The stations south of TAR are fairly new to IMAGE and only have a few years of data. The maximum external |dH/dt|
at IMAGE, 21.2 nT/s, was observed at KIR during a geomagnetic storm in Dec 2006. Generally, the external |dH/dt| effects

of each event were limited in latitude and concentrated further south with decreasing SYM-H index values, as expected. Events180

associated with SCs, indicated in Table 1 by the superscript a, were naturally an exception, with positive values of concurrent

SYM-H.

The most intense internal (61.3 nT/s) and also total |dH/dt| (77.0 nT/s), observed by RVK, is attributed to the SC at the

beginning of the Halloween storm. However, generally the events producing the most intense internal and, consequently total,

|dH/dt| values at IMAGE were more scattered in time than those that produced the maximum external values. Even during the185

same event, the maximum values at different stations did not typically occur at the same time. Most likely this can be attributed

to the complex ground conductivity structure as well as the optimal temporal development of the external dH/dt that drives

induction. The intensity of the maximum external |dH/dt| is fairly uniform across IMAGE, between 0.5 nT/s and 21.2 nT/s

(median: 13.2 nT/s, mean: 11.8 nT/s, standard deviation: 6.3 nT/s), with some dependence on data availability (Fig. 4). The

variability in the internal (range: 0.8–61.3 nT/s, median: 22.6 nT/s, mean: 22.0 nT/s, standard deviation: 12.9 nT/s) and,190

consequently, total (range: 1.2–77.0 nT/s, median: 32.2 nT/s, mean: 29.8 nT/s, standard deviation: 16.3 nT/s) maximum

|dH/dt|, on the other hand, is much larger, due to the complexity of induction in the conducting ground.

Next, we will study more closely five events that caused the most intense external |dH/dt| values: 29 Oct 2003 at 06:11:50

UT (SC at the beginning of the Halloween storm), 30 Oct 2003 at 20:08:40 UT (substorm event of the Halloween storm), 24

Nov 2001 at 07:32:20 UT (storm-time pulsation event), 15 Dec 2006 at 02:07:10 UT (storm-time substorm event), and 17195

Apr 1999 at 02:07:10 UT (storm-time substorm event). The last event is not represented in Table 1 but is responsible for very

intense external |dH/dt| values at several IMAGE stations.

3.1 Prenoon SC event on 29 Oct 2003 at 06:11:50 UT

On 29 Oct 2003 at 06:10:00 UT, a SC occurred, signifying the start of the Halloween storm. Figure 5e shows the SYM-H

index around this time. The SC is marked by a blue solid vertical line. At 06:11:40–06:11:50 UT (black dashed vertical line in200
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Figure 5. (a): Auroral electrojet indices derived from IMAGE data (Kauristie et al., 1996) ±5 min around the event on 29 Oct 2003 at

06:11:50 UT. The index derived from total (external + internal), external, and internal geographic Bx from all available IMAGE stations

is drawn with black, blue, and red color, respectively. The thicker curves show the lower envelope curve IL index and the thinner curves

the upper envelope curve IU index. (b): Latitude profiles of external ground |H| as a function of UT along the longitude of station KIL

(indicated in Fig. 6 by black vertical lines). (c): Latitude profiles of external 10 s |dH/dt| as a function of UT along the longitude of

station KIL. (d): GIC in the natural gas pipe at MAN (location close to the IMAGE station NUR indicated in Fig. 6). (e): SYM-H index. (f):

Geographic external Bx, By , and Bz at station KIL. (g): dBx/dt, dBy/dt, dBz/dt at KIL. (h): Time derivative of the external horizontal

magnetic field vector (|dH/dt|), time derivative of the amplitude of the horizontal ground magnetic field vector (d|H|/dt), and the difference

|dH/dt| − |d|H|/dt|, which represents the contribution of the change in vector direction to |dH/dt| at KIL. (i–j): Wavelet transform of

dBx/dt and dBy/dt at KIL. The period ranges of the ultra-low frequency (ULF) pulsation classes Pc3 (10–45 s), Pc4 (45–150 s) and Pc5

(150–600 s) (Jacobs et al., 1964) are shown with the white, horizontal, dashed lines. The blue vertical line indicates a SC at 06:10:00 UT and

the vertical dashed black line indicates the time of the extreme external |dH/dt| observed at KIL.

Fig. 5e), several IMAGE stations measured their most intense external |dH/dt| between 1994 and 2018 (Table 1). At the same

time, an intense (e.g., Hajra, 2022) GIC peak of 25 A (Fig. 5d) was recorded at MAN.

Fig. 5i–j show wavelet transforms (e.g., Torrence and Compo, 1998; Fligge et al., 1999) of external dBx/dt and dBy/dt

at KIL. We use continuous wavelet transform with Morlet wavelets as given by the software available at https://pywavelets.

readthedocs.io/en/latest/ (Gregory et al., 2019). In addition to the time interval shown in Fig. 5f–g, we have included an equally205

long period of data before and after the interval of interest, i.e., analyzed an interval three times as long as that shown in Fig. 5f–

g. The period ranges of the ultra-low frequency (ULF) pulsation classes Pc3 (10–45 s), Pc4 (45–150 s) and Pc5 (150–600 s)

(Jacobs et al., 1964) are indicated with white horizontal dashed lines. The wavelet transform reveals decaying oscillations

around 128 s period as well as faster variations around 06:11:50 UT.
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Figure 6a shows a map of the external equivalent current density (J , arrows) and the corresponding horizontal ground210

magnetic field magnitude (|H|, color) on 29 Oct 2003 at 06:11:40 UT when the most intense external |dH/dt| between 1994

and 2018 was measured at IVA, PEL, RVK, and DOB. The time derivatives of J and H are displayed in Fig. 6b. Fig. 6c–d

show the same for 06:11:50 UT, when the most intense external |dH/dt| was measured at KEV, MAS, KIL, ABK, and MUO.

Fig. 6b and d illustrate the geographical extent of the |dH/dt| signature. Its temporal development explains the different

times of maximum |dH/dt| at different stations. Station SOD is displayed in these plots as one of the stations strongly215

affected by the signature, but in Table 1 it shows missing data for 29 Oct 2003. The reason is that time derivatives for the

statistics were processed one day at a time, and any station with data gaps during that day was omitted, because changes in

station configuration produce artificial temporal changes in the resulting data at nearby stations. The time development of

the ionospheric equivalent currents and the magnetic field they produce on the ground is further illustrated by the animation

IMAGE_20031029T060650_10sec_20031029T061650.mp4, which consists of frames similar to Fig. 5a–e, 6a, and 6b on 29220

Oct 2003 between 06:06:50 UT and 06:16:50 UT (10 min) with a 10 s time step.

The SC caused the appearance, intensification, and northward propagation of the eastward electrojet (EEJ), tilted slightly

from geomagnetic eastward to north-eastward. The limited spatial extent indicates that this current is indeed an enhancement

of the ionospheric EEJ and not an equivalent current representation of the sudden enhancement of the magnetopause currents

(Fiori et al., 2014). The temporal evolution of the EEJ enhancement is illustrated in Fig. 5b and 5c, which present latitude225

profiles of |H| and |dH/dt| as a function of UT along the longitude of station KIL, indicated in Fig. 6 by black vertical lines.

The auroral electrojet indices IL (thick curves) and IU (thin curves) derived from total (external + internal), external, and

internal IMAGE data in Fig. 5a show only a modest increase in the external IU during the SC.

Time series of the geographic external magnetic field components and their time derivatives at KIL are displayed in Fig. 5f–

g. In agreement with Fig. 6 and Fig. 5a–c, they show a short-lived intensification of northeastward current passing over the230

station. The most intense external |dH/dt| at 06:11:50 UT is associated with the appearance of the EEJ. Fig. 5h shows the

change of the external horizontal magnetic field vector (|dH/dt|, black), its amplitude (d|H|/dt, red), and their difference

(|dH/dt|−|d|H|/dt|, blue), representing the contribution of the change in vector direction to |dH/dt|. d|H|/dt is zero if the

intensity of H remains constant but its direction can still change. According to Fig. 5h, the maximum external |dH/dt| (black

curve) is caused by the intensification of the EEJ (red curve), with practically no contribution from the change of direction in235

the current (blue curve).

Figure 7 shows the total |dH/dt| derived from 1 s, 10 s, and 1 min data at selected IMAGE stations (panels arranged

according to decreasing geographic latitude) in 29–31 Oct 2003. This period includes the SC signature at the beginning,

intense substorm activity at nighttime, and pulsations in the morning of 31 Oct 2003 (Panasyuk et al., 2004). The 1 s data

yields the largest values, but apart from the SC signature, 10 s values are almost as large. On the other hand, amplitudes derived240

from 1 min data are significantly weaker. The difference between low and high time resolution data is especially pronounced

at the subauroral stations OUJ, HAN, and NUR, whereas at the auroral stations KEV, MAS, KIL, IVA, MUO, and PEL and the

southernmost station TAR the difference is smaller. At NUR, for example, 1 s |dH/dt| had a peak value of 179.4 nT/s on 29

Oct 2003 at 06:11:29 UT, 10 s data had a peak values of 17.7 nT/s at 06:11:50 UT, and 1 min data had a peak of 1.8 nT/s
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Figure 6. (a): External equivalent current density (J , arrows) and external horizontal magnetic field on ground (|H|, color) on 29 Oct 2003 at

06:11:40 UT when the largest external |dH/dt| between 1994 and 2018 was measured at stations IVA, PEL, RVK, and DOB. (b): 10 s time

derivative of external J (dJ/dt, arrows) and of external H (|dH/dt|, color). (c)–(d): The same as (a)–(b), but at 06:10:50 UT, when the the

largest external |dH/dt| was measured at stations KEV, MAS, KIL, ABK, and MUO. In each panel, a black vertical line passing through

the station KIL indicates the locations from which latitudes profiles are extracted to create a time series representation of the parameters in

Fig. 5.

at 06:13:00 UT (Fig. 8a). NUR is located close to MAN, which showed a peak in 10 s GIC values at 06:11:40–06:11:50 UT245
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Figure 7. Time derivative of the total horizontal magnetic field (|dH/dt|) derived from 1 s, 10 s, and 1 min data at selected IMAGE stations

in 29–31 Oct 2003.

(Fig. 5d). Inspection of the total dH/dt at NUR around 06:11:50 UT (not shown) indicates that the oscillating 10 s GICs are

well described by the 10 s dBx/dt.

The big difference between 1 s, 10 s and 1 min values in Fig. 7 is partly compensated when considering the geoelectric field.

As Pulkkinen et al. (2006) concluded, the sampling rate of the magnetic field can be lowered down to about one minute without

crucially degrading the accuracy of the modelled electric field. However, at least SCs are an obvious exception as shown in250

Fig. 8. Figure 8b shows the modelled geoelectric field at NUR. We used a simple two-layer ground conductivity model whose

upper layer is 30 km thick and has a resistivity of 5000 Ωm, and the lower infinitely deep layer has a resistivity of 20 Ωm. For

the present purpose, we can assume a plane wave field and calculate the electric field by using the 1D surface impedance. The

importance of using 1 s data is clearly visible: the maximum value of the electric field related to the huge peak of |dH/dt|
(Fig. 8) is very much reduced if modelled from 10 s or 1 min magnetic field. On the other hand, after 06:12 UT, there is not255

any more significant difference between 1 s and 10 s electric field values. For the Malmö blackout substorm on 30 Oct 2003,

10 s and even 1 min magnetic field data is fully sufficient for estimating the maximum electric field (figure not shown).
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Figure 8. Zoom-in on the total |dH/dt| measured at NUR in Fig. 7, based on 1 s (black), 10 s (red), and 1 min (blue) geomagnetic data (a).

Modelled geoelectric field at NUR (b).

The most intense external |dH/dt| event observed at LYC (Table 1) on 10 Nov 2000 at 06:28:40 UT (∼09 MLT) was also

associated with a SC. Examination of the event (not shown) reveals that it shared many similar features with the SC on 29 Oct

2003. In both cases the most intense |dH/dt| was caused by an abrupt intensification and poleward propagation of the EEJ.260

Finally, we note that the appearance of a SC in the list of the largest |dH/dt| events is a little fortuitous. The SC on 29 Oct

2003 just happened to occur at a time when the IMAGE network was in an optimal local time sector to measure very large

variations.

3.2 Premidnight substorm event on 30 Oct 2003 at 20:08:40 UT

Figure 9 shows a substorm event that took place in the middle of the Halloween storm, on the evening of 30 Oct 2003. The for-265

mat is similar to the corresponding panels in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6c–d, but shows a time interval of 35 min instead of 10 min. MAN
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(Fig. 9d) shows an intense GIC peak of−49 A at 20:08:20–20:08:30 UT (the sign of the GIC indicates the direction of the cur-

rent in the pipe, positive eastward). According to Fig. 9, an intensification and poleward and equatorward expansion of a WEJ

occurred around 19:47:00 UT, typical for a local substorm onset. At 20:08:40 UT, the latitudinally wide, strong WEJ abruptly

weakened (Fig. 9b), causing an intense time derivative signature over a long latitude range (Fig. 9c). The most intense external270

|dH/dt| was observed at this time at the IMAGE stations OUJ, HAN, NUR, and UPS (Table 1). These stations are located in

the southern part of IMAGE (Fig. 9k–l) and were not as much affected by the (10 s) SC signature on 29 Oct 2003 as the stations

in the northern part of Fennoscandia (Fig. 6). The magnetic field time series at station OUJ (Fig. 9f–h) confirm the sudden weak-

ening of the WEJ at 20:08:40 UT, but also reveal wave activity (Fig. 9g) associated with the weakening. The wavelet transforms

of external dBx/dt and dBy/dt (Fig. 9i–j) show wave activity across a wide range of periods, but particularly around 128 s275

period. The time development is also illustrated by the animation IMAGE_20031030T194340_10sec_20031030T201840.mp4,

which is composed of frames similar to Fig. 9a–e, 9k, and 9l on 15 Dec 2006 between 01:52:10 UT and 02:22:10 UT (30 min)

with a 10 s time step.

Comparison of Fig. 9b and 9e reveals that the two intensifications of the WEJ (∼19:53:00–19:58:00 UT and ∼20:02:00–

20:08:40 UT) coincided with enhancements of the SYM-H index of a few tens of nT. In the absence of direct solar wind drivers,280

increases of 20–40 nT in SYM-H after substorm onsets have been suggested to be caused by dipolarization, where the inner

magnetosphere on the nightside is highly compressed, resulting in an increase in the ground |H| and SYM-H (Huang et al.,

2004). The southward expansion of the WEJ that coincides with the SYM-H peaks supports this interpretation. Furthermore,

the abrupt weakening and northward retreat of the WEJ at 20:08:40 UT coincides with the return of the SYM-H index back to

the level preceding the enhancement, indicating a sudden recovery from dipolarization, possible due to cessation of fast flows285

from a reconnection site farther downtail. It should be noted that this substorm event was very strong and produced the most

intense external horizontal ground magnetic field (|H|) between 1994 and 2018 at several IMAGE stations (Table 2).

Pulkkinen et al. (2005) have previously studied GIC and their relation to problems in the Swedish high-voltage power

transmission system during the Halloween storm. They identified two periods during which problems in the power transmission

system were observed: 06:10–07:05 UT on 29 Oct 2003 and 19:35–20:30 UT on 30 Oct 2003. These periods include our events290

(SC event at 06:11:40–50 UT on 29 Oct 2003 and substorm event at 20:08:40 UT on 30 Oct 2003). Pulkkinen et al. (2005)

attributed the problems in operating the Swedish system during the storm broadly to substorms, storm sudden commencement,

and enhanced ionospheric convection, all of which created large and complex geoelectric fields capable of driving large GIC.

Our results further specify that the largest external |dH/dt| values were caused by an abrupt intensification of an EEJ due to

the compression of the Earth’s magnetosphere, and an abrupt weakening of a substorm WEJ, possibly in association with an295

expansion of the inner magnetosphere and the transition region between dipolar and tail-like field lines, respectively.

3.3 Prenoon pulsation event on 24 Nov 2001 at 07:32:20 UT

On 24 Nov 2001, a geomagnetic storm driven by an interplanetary coronal mass ejection (ICME) and its sheath occurred

(Tsurutani et al., 2015). According to Tsurutani et al. (2015), two extremely intense substorms with the peak SuperMAG

auroral electrojet index of −3839 nT and −3312 nT took place at ∼07:00–07:50 UT and at ∼13:45–14:18 UT, respectively.300
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Figure 9. Data in a format similar to combined Fig. 5 and Fig. 6c–d from −25 min to +10 min around the event on 30 Oct 2003 at

20:08:40 UT.

Our event with intense external |dH/dt| at IMAGE occurred during the first substorm, at 07:32:20 UT. At this time, IMAGE

was on the dayside, around 10 MLT. The first substorm began during a period of strong southward IMF in the sheath, but

by the time of our event, IMF had turned northward. This is illustrated in Figure 10, which shows solar wind, SYM-H, and

auroral electrojet index data. Timing of the effects of solar wind data on the ground always contains some uncertainty (e.g.,

uncertainty due to the propagation from the observation point to the Earth’s bow shock and the delay from the bow shock to305
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the ionosphere), but it appears that the event may have coincided with a drop in the solar wind dynamic pressure (Fig. 10d)

after a very high peak.

Figure 11 illustrates the event at IMAGE in a format similar to Fig. 9. At 07:32:20 UT, the most intense |dH/dt| was

observed at SOR, TRO, AND, and LEK (Table 1). According to Fig. 11l, the intense |dH/dt| signature was concentrated

in northern Fennoscandia. Station KIL is listed as not having data on 24 Nov 2001 due to some data gaps during the day310

but appears in Fig. 11k–l. Fig. 11 shows that the intense |dH/dt| was associated with the EEJ that was disrupted due to

wave activity. A wavelet transform of dBx/dt and dBy/dt in Fig. 11i–j indicates wave activity around 128 s period around

and after 07:32:20 UT as well as faster variations in the Pc4 period range around 07:32:20 UT. The time development is also

illustrated by the animation IMAGE_20011124T071720_10sec_20011124T074720.mp4, which is composed of frames similar

to Fig. 11a–e, 11k, and 11l on 24 Nov 2001 between 07:17:20 UT and 07:47:20 UT (30 min) with a 10 s time step.315

Analogous to the SC event on 29 Oct 2003, it appears that the compression of the dayside magnetopause by intense dynamic

pressure created an EEJ signature in the prenoon auroral ionosphere. Whereas intense |dH/dt| on 29 Oct 2003 was associated

with the abrupt appearance of the EEJ, in this event intense |dH/dt| is associated with the disappearance of the EEJ as the

dynamic pressure weakened. The EEJ signature did not disappear abruptly, but faded away during the time it took for the

dynamic pressure to weaken. The disappearance of the EEJ, however, was not smooth but overlaid with decaying wave activity320

(Parkhomov et al., 1998). This pulsation activity caused the most intense |dH/dt| by temporarily disrupting the EEJ. As can

be seen in Fig. 11b–c, the pulsation signatures first appeared at lower latitudes and from there propagated northward, producing

stronger variations where the ionospheric currents were stronger. The subauroral counterpart of these signatures appears to be

responsible for the GIC peak of 26 A at 07:32:50 UT at MAN, close to the NUR magnetometer located at 60.5◦ latitude.

Another pulsation event (not shown) with the most intense (although relatively weak) external |dH/dt| in Table 1 was the325

event at southern IMAGE stations HLP and WNG on 20 Aug 2018 at 10:22:50–10:23:00 UT (∼12 MLT). The solar wind

dynamic pressure during this event was nominal, but the solar wind speed was high, around 600 km/s.

3.4 Morning sector substorm event on 15 Dec 2006 at 02:07:10 UT

A SC occurred on 14 Dec 2006 at 14:14:18 UT, and was followed later by a geomagnetic storm driven by fast solar wind

and strong southward IMF (Figure 12). The event of intense external |dH/dt| at IMAGE took place at 02:07:10 UT, near the330

SYM-H minimum of the storm (Fig. 12e). Fig. 13 shows the event at IMAGE in a format similar to Fig. 9. The most intense

external |dH/dt| observed by any IMAGE station between 1994 and 2018, 21.2 nT/s, was detected at station KIR at 02:07:10

UT (∼04 MLT). Fig. 13l shows that this was a relatively localized event peaking near KIR. Several nearby stations list this

event as second largest after the Halloween storm. The event did not produce significant GIC peaks at MAN (Fig. 13d), most

likely due to the relatively localized nature of the |dH/dt| signature.335

Fig. 13b shows that the most intense |dH/dt| occurred during a sequence of events during which the WEJ repeatedly

intensified, jumped poleward and slowly drifted equatorward. The most intense |dH/dt| was associated with the sudden

weakening (Fig. 13h) and poleward retreat of the WEJ at the end of the first of these cycles. The most intense |dH/dt| during

the Halloween substorm event (Section 3.2) also occurred when the WEJ suddenly weakened and retreated poleward. The
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large dBy/dt contribution to |dH/dt| (Fig. 13g, l) in this event, while the ambient WEJ remained mainly east-west oriented340

(Fig. 13f, k), indicates electrojet undulations, possibly associated with auroral streamer or omega band activity. Fig. 14 shows

the wavelet transform of external dBx/dt and dBy/dt at KIR for the longer time interval of Fig. 12 compared to that shown in

Fig. 13i–j. The Ps6 period range 5–40 min (Jacobs et al., 1964) is indicated with the white, horizontal, dashed lines. According

to Fig. 14, Ps6 activity occured for several hours around 02:07:10 UT, during the time the SYM-H index slowly started to

recover after the plummet of the main phase of the storm (Fig. 12). The time development is also illustrated by the animation345

IMAGE_20061215T015210_10sec_20061215T022210.mp4, which is composed of frames similar to Fig. 13a–e, 13k, and 13l

on 15 Dec 2006 between 01:52:10 UT and 02:22:10 UT (30 min) with a 10 s time step.

3.5 Morning sector substorm event on 17 Apr 1999 at 03:10:50 UT

Solar wind, SYM-H, and auroral electrojet data for our final event on 17 Apr 1999 are displayed in Fig. 15. Similar to the oth-

ers, this event took place during a geomagnetic storm that started with a SC on 16 Apr 1999 at 11:24:54 UT and was followed350

by a clear sheath and ICME. The solar wind speed for this event was not high, but there was a strong sustained southward IMF

associated with the front part of the ICME which drove the geomagnetic storm with a minimum SYM-H of around −100 nT.

The event at IMAGE is illustrated in Fig. 16. It took place at 03:10:50 UT (05–06 MLT), close to the time of the SYM-H min-

imum of the geomagnetic storm. According to Fig. 16, the intense external |dH/dt| was associated with a change of current

direction from southwestward to westward in an intensified westward electrojet. Similar to the previous event, there is a large355

dBy/dt contribution to |dH/dt|, up-and-down motion of the WEJ, and Ps6 activity (Figure 17), which indicate WEJ undu-

lation. The time development is also illustrated by the animation IMAGE_19990417T025550_10sec_19990417T032550.mp4,

which is composed of frames similar to Fig. 16a–e, 16k, and 16l on 17 Apr 1999 from 02:55:50 UT to 03:25:50 UT (30 min)

with a 10 s time step.

Other events of the most intense external |dH/dt| in Table 1 associated with an intensified, undulating WEJ were the events360

at DON on 08 Sep 2015 at 01:15:00 (∼03 MLT), at SOD and RAN on 07 Sep 2017 at 23:15:40 UT (∼02 MLT), and at JCK

on 08 Sep 2017 at 00:33:20 UT (∼03 MLT).

4 Discussion

We have examined in detail five events that were responsible for the most intense external |dH/dt| in the IMAGE region

between 1994 and 2018. All except the 17 Apr 1999 event are listed by Schillings et al. (2022) among the 27 strongest storms365

in 1980–2020 in terms of the number of observed intense dB/dt spikes worldwide. Our events and our interpretations are

summarized in Table 3.

The five events represent all event types generally associated with intense |dH/dt| or GIC: SCs, pulsations, and substorms.

All were associated with geomagnetic storms preceded by SCs. Despite the wide range of event types and occurrence MLTs,

the events share some common features: three out of the five events appeared to be directly associated with changes in the370

magnestospheric magnetic field configuration either due to compression (SC) or expansion (weakening of solar wind dynamic
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pressure or nightside dipolarization). In the other two events, the equatorward and poleward motion of the WEJ indicates some

changes in the magnetospheric magnetic field configuration as well, although the cause is not clear. Fast magnetospheric flows

associated with auroral streamer or omega band activity could be possible drivers.

What is noteworthy in our five of events is that there are no substorm onsets or sudden intensifications of the WEJ among375

them. Viljanen et al. (2006b) have shown that substorm onsets are among the most significant drivers of intense |dH/dt|.
Examination of the rest of the most intense external |dH/dt| in Table 1 reveals that the most intense events at the northern

IMAGE stations NOR on 08 Oct 2015 at 18:04:50 UT (∼21 MLT) and BJN on 04 Oct 1995 at 15:01:30 UT (∼18 MLT) were

such intensifications. Furthermore, the events at the southern stations TAR and BRZ on 17 Mar 2015 at 17:33:50–17:35:30 UT

(∼20 MLT) and at SOL, KAR, WNG, and NGK on 08 Sep 2017 at 17:57:50–17:56:00 UT (∼19 MLT) appear to be associated380

with the southward expansion of subtorm currents. There can be several reasons why the more intense events do not include

substorm onsets: One reason could be that induced currents play a very significant role in substorm onsets (e.g., Tanskanen

et al., 2001), which would make them prominent in the examination of the total |dH/dt| but not when only the external

component is analysed. Another reason could be that although substorm onsets generally produce large |dH/dt|, the most

intense values require more extreme conditions: pre-existing intense ionospheric currents (the SC event was an exception) that385

are abruptly modified by rapid changes in the magnetospheric magnetic field configuration. Wave activity around the event can

significantly enhance the |dH/dt| signature. A third possibility is that, despite the long, continuous time series (1994–2018)

of analysed |dH/dt|, IMAGE has simply happened to be in the wrong MLT sector during the limited number of geomagnetic

storms that have produced the most intense |dH/dt| peaks worldwide. The mechanisms that produce the |dH/dt| peaks during

these storms would vary according to MLT, but globally the most intense peaks would be associated with substorm onsets in390

the appropriate MLT sector where IMAGE just did not happen to be located at the crucial moments.

4.1 Strong vs. extreme space weather events

Although the most intense events observed by IMAGE between 1994 and 2018 are certainly strong, they do not appear to be

in any way exceptional compared to other strong events observed by IMAGE. This can be seen in Figure 18, which shows

a histogram of all total, internal, and external |dH/dt| values at KIR between 1994 and 2018. The most intense external395

10 s |dH/dt| observed by IMAGE between 1994 and 2018, 21.2 nT/s, was measured at KIR in 15 Dec 2006 (Section 3.4).

Functions in the form aexp−b|dH/dt| (e.g., Myllys et al., 2014), where a and b are constants, have been fitted into the data

points in Fig. 18, and can describe the occurrence of the most intense values quite well. Thus, our study may not provide

information on truly extreme space weather conditions comparable to the Carrington geomagnetic storm (Clauer and Siscoe,

2006; Blake et al., 2021). Such storms are not covered by our observations and may be so much stronger than the observed400

events that data-based extrapolations cannot describe them. On the other hand, extreme value analysis by Wintoft et al. (2016)

indicates that stations north of the magnetic latitude 60◦ already include |dH/dt| values that are close to the expected maxima,

while more equatorward stations will measure larger values in the future.
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4.2 Forecasting |dH/dt| and GIC

As discussed by Pulkkinen et al. (2017), the horizontal geoelectric field expressed in time and space provides the key input to405

power grid operators to determine GIC and its impacts. A general risk analysis can be based on benchmark events, especially the

most intense ones. Then it is possible to use long time-series of geomagnetic recordings and provide the modelled geoelectric

field for a large set of different events (e.g., Viljanen et al., 2014). For this purpose, it is also meaningful to use geomagnetic data

from other locations as long as they are from approximately the same magnetic latitudes as the region of interest. Ideally, the

external part of the variation field should be used, since it does not depend on effects due to local telluric currents (cf. Tables 1410

and 2).

Concerning forecasting ground magnetic field variations from real-time L1 solar wind observations (e.g., Balan et al., 2017),

our study helps in identifying events which are likely to cause large |dH/dt| values (and large GIC): a strong SC or modifica-

tion of pre-existing intense ionospheric currents by sudden changes in magnetospheric magnetic field configuration. This may

be useful when tailoring empirical forecasts based on neural networks, for example. If the existence of intense “background”415

ionospheric currents can be predicted, or directly seen from real-time observations, then a general alarm of higher probability

of a big |dH/dt| event can be given. What obviously remains difficult is to anticipate whether there will be a trigger leading

to intense |dH/dt|, and where and when this will take place. If the Halloween SC had begun a few minutes later, the largest

|dH/dt| values would obviously have occurred over the ocean. This shows that even if a SC can be quite definitely anticipated

from L1 observations, there is still much uncertainty in predicting precisely the most severely affected area. Challenges appear420

also with substorms such as that of 30 Oct 2003 causing the Malmö blackout. Similar problems are faced by first-principle

simulations, which are still far from optimal performance (e.g., Kwagala et al., 2020). Recently, Dimmock et al. (2021) have

shown that by increasing the spatial resolution of global magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) models, the ability to model GIC can be

improved. However, substorms still remain a problem, because the simulations cannot capture the dynamics of the ionospheric

currents that drive the complex external dH/dt. Our study shows that in addition to substorms, the most intense external425

|dH/dt| can be caused by other event types as well. These event types are directly driven by solar wind disturbances and

current global MHD models work reasonably well in predicting the associated external geomagnetic disturbances. Whichever

forecast methods are used, an experienced scientist-in-the-loop is needed for understanding uncertainties. Such experience can

only be reached by analysing a large set of events such as in this study.

5 Conclusions430

We have compiled a list of the most intense external (due to ionospheric and magnetospheric electric currents), internal (due

to induced telluric currents), and total (external + internal) |dH/dt| (amplitude of the 10 s time derivative of the horizontal

geomagnetic field) events at all IMAGE stations between 1994 and 2018 and examined in detail five events that caused the

most intense external |dH/dt| values. Our conclusions are as follows:
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1. In agreement with previous results, the most intense external |dH/dt| were broadly associated with sudden commence-435

ments (SCs), pulsations, and substorms during geomagnetic storms preceded by a SC and driven by intense southward

IMF and often fast solar wind. Intense GIC peaks were associated with intense external |dH/dt| nearby.

2. In the SC event, the most intense |dH/dt| in the prenoon sector was caused by an intensification of the EEJ due to an

abrupt compression of the magnetopause.

3. In the pulsation event, the most intense |dH/dt| in the prenoon sector was caused by disruption of the EEJ due to wave440

activity during a magnetopause expansion as an intense solar wind dynamic pressure weakened. This event took place

during the sheath of an ICME.

4. In the premidnight substorm event, the most intense |dH/dt| was caused by sudden weakening and poleward retreat of

the WEJ associated with wave activity. The WEJ weakening and poleward retreat coincided with an inferred weakening

of dipolarization and, consequently, expansion of the transition region in the magnetosphere.445

5. In the two morning sector events associated with substorm activity during ICME clouds, the most intense |dH/dt|
was caused by an intensified, undulating WEJ. In one case, weakening of the WEJ, and in the other, change in the

current direction, produced the most intense signature. The northward and southward motion of the entire WEJ indicates

corresponding changes in the magnetospheric magnetic field configuration. Fast magnetospheric flows associated with

auroral streamer or omega band activity could be possible drivers.450

6. Despite being associated with various event types and occurring at different local time sectors, there were common

features among the drivers of most intense |dH/dt| values: pre-existing intense ionospheric currents (the SC event was

an exception) that were abruptly modified by sudden changes in the magnetospheric magnetic field configuration.

7. While the most intense external |dH/dt| events at adjacent stations typically occurred simultaneously, the most intense

internal and total |dH/dt| events were more scattered in time, most likely due to the complexity of induction in the455

conducting ground. From the analysis viewpoint, field separation is useful, since it removes the complicated contribution

by induced currents, especially in |dH/dt|.

8. While proper description of the fast changes during SC events appears to require 1 s data, pulsations and substorms may

be sufficiently described by 10 s |dH/dt|. 1 min data, however, significantly underestimates the |dH/dt| peaks.

Code and data availability. IMAGE data are available at https://space.fmi.fi/image. GIC recordings from MAN are available at https://space.460

fmi.fi/gic. The code used to calculate magnetic coordinates and local times is available at https://apexpy.readthedocs.io/en/latest/. The code

used to calculate the wavelet transforms is available at https://pywavelets.readthedocs.io/en/latest/. The list of sudden commencements (SC)

was extracted from http://isgi.unistra.fr/. Solar wind, SYM-H, and auroral electrojet index data were extracted from NASA/GSFC’s OMNI

data set through OMNIWeb https://omniweb.gsfc.nasa.gov/.
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Video supplement. IMAGE_19990417T025550_10sec_19990417T032550.mp4, IMAGE_20011124T071720_10sec_20011124T074720.mp4,465

IMAGE_20031029T060650_10sec_20031029T061650.mp4, IMAGE_20031030T194340_10sec_20031030T201840.mp4, and

IMAGE_20061215T015210_10sec_20061215T022210.mp4 illustrate the time development of the ionospheric equivalent currents and the

magnetic field they produce on the ground on 17 Apr 1999 from 02:55:50 UT to 03:25:50 UT (30 min), on 24 Nov 2001 from 07:17:20 UT

to 07:47:20 UT (30 min), on 29 Oct 2003 from 06:06:50 UT to 06:16:50 UT (10 min), on 30 Oct 2003 from 19:43:40 UT to 20:18:40 UT

(35 min), and on 15 Dec 2006 from 01:52:10 UT to 02:22:10 UT (30 min), respectively, with a 10 s time step. The animations consist of470

frames similar to Fig. 9a–e, 9k, and 9l.

Author contributions. L. J. prepared the material and wrote the manuscript together with A. V. A. D. provided expertise on dB/dt and GIC,

M. K. on the behavior of internal and external H and dH/dt, A. S. on storm-time dB/dt spikes, and J. W. on omega bands and streamers. All

coauthors read the manuscript and commented on it.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.475

Acknowledgements. This work was supported by the Academy of Finland (grant no. 314670 and no. 339329). We thank the institutes that

maintain the IMAGE Magnetometer Array: Tromsø Geophysical Observatory of UiT the Arctic University of Norway (Norway), Finnish Me-

teorological Institute (Finland), Institute of Geophysics Polish Academy of Sciences (Poland), GFZ German Research Centre for Geosciences

(Germany), Geological Survey of Sweden (Sweden), Swedish Institute of Space Physics (Sweden), Sodankylä Geophysical Observatory of

the University of Oulu (Finland), Polar Geophysical Institute (Russia), and DTU Technical University of Denmark (Denmark). GIC record-480

ings are maintained by the Finnish Meteorological Institute, supported by Gasum Oy until December 2010. In March 2011 to February 2014,

maintenance of recordings received funding from the European Community’s Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant

agreement no 260330 (EURISGIC). We acknowledge use of NASA/GSFC’s Space Physics Data Facility’s OMNIWeb service, and OMNI

data. The results presented in this paper rely on geomagnetic indices calculated and made available by ISGI Collaborating Institutes from

data collected at magnetic observatories. We thank the involved national institutes, the INTERMAGNET network and ISGI (isgi.unistra.fr).485

We thank Elena Marshalko for commenting on the manuscript.

22

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



References

Amm, O.: Ionospheric elementary current systems in spherical coordinates and their application, J. Geomagn. Geoelectr., 49, 947–955,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5636/jgg.49.947, 1997.

Amm, O. and Viljanen, A.: Ionospheric disturbance magnetic field continuation from the ground to ionosphere using spherical elementary490

current systems, Earth Planets Space, 51, 431–440, https://doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/BF03352247, 1999.

Apatenkov, S. V., Pilipenko, V. A., Gordeev, E. I., Viljanen, A., Juusola, L., Belakhovsky, V. B., Sakharov, Y. A., and Selivanov, V. N.:

Auroral omega bands are a significant cause of large geomagnetically induced currents, Geophys. Res. Lett., 47, e2019GL086 677,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL086677, 2020.

Balan, N., Ebihara, Y., Skoug, R., Shiokawa, K., Batista, I. S., Ram, S. T., Omura, Y., Nakamura, T., and Fok, M.-C.: A scheme for forecasting495

severe space weather, J. Geophys. Res. Space Physics, 122, 2824–2835, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023853, 2017.

Blake, S. P., Pulkkinen, A., Schuck, P. W., Glocer, A., Oliveira, D. M., Welling, D. T., Weigel, R. S., and Quaresima, G.: Recreating

the horizontal magnetic field at Colaba during the Carrington event with geospace simulations, Space Weather, 19, e2020SW002 585,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2020SW002585, 2021.

Clauer, C. R. and Siscoe, G.: The great historical geomagnetic storm of 1859: A modern look, Advances in Space Research, 38, 117–118,500

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2006.09.001, 2006.

Clilverd, M. A., Rodger, C. J., Freeman, M. P., Brundell, J. B., Manus, D. H. M., Dalzell, M., Clarke, E., Thomson, A. W. P., Richardson, G. S.,

MacLeod, F., and Frame, I.: Geomagnetically induced currents during the 07–08 September 2017 disturbed period: a global perspective,

J. Space Weather Space Clim., 11, 33, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2021014, 2021.

Curto, J. J., Araki, T., and Alberca, L. F.: Evolution of the concept of Sudden Storm Commencements and their operative identification, Eart,505

Planets and Space, 59, i–xii, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03352059, 2007.

Davis, T. N. and Sugiura, M.: Auroral electrojet activity index AE and its universal time variations, J. Geophys. Res., 71(3), 785–801,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ071i003p00785, 1966.

Dimmock, A. P., Rosenqvist, L., Hall, J.-O., Viljanen, A., Yordanova, E., Honkonen, I., André, M., and Sjöberg, E. C.: The GIC

and geomagnetic response over Fennoscandia to the 7–8 September 2017 geomagnetic storm, Space Weather, 17, 989–1010,510

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2018SW002132, 2019.

Dimmock, A. P., Rosenqvist, L., Welling, D. T., Viljanen, A., Honkonen, I., Boynton, R. J., and Yordanova, E.: On the regional variability of

dB/dt and its significance to GIC, Space Weather, 18, e2020SW002 497, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2020SW002497, 2020.

Dimmock, A. P., Welling, D. T., Rosenqvist, L., Forsyth, C., Freeman, M. P., Rae, I. J., Viljanen, A., Vandegriff, E., Boynton, R. J., Ba-

likhin, M. A., and Yordanova, E.: Modeling the geomagnetic response to the September 2017 space weather event over Fennoscan-515

dia using the space weather modeling framework: Studying the impacts of spatial resolution, Space Weather, 19, e2020SW002 683,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2020SW002683, 2021.

Emmert, J. T., Richmond, A. D., and Drob, D. P.: A computationally compact representation of Magnetic-Apex and Quasi-Dipole coordinates

with smooth base vectors, J. Geophys. Res., 115, A08322, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JA015326, 2010.

Engebretson, M., Glassmeier, K.-H., Stellmacher, M., Hughes, W. J., and Lühr, H.: The dependence of high-latitude PcS wave520

power on solar wind velocity and on the phase of high-speed solar wind streams, J. Geophys. Res., 103(A11), 26 271–26 283,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/97JA03143, 1998.

23

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Engebretson, M. J., Pilipenko, V. A., Ahmed, L. Y., Posch, J. L., Steinmetz, E. S., Moldwin, M. B., Connors, M. G., Weygand, J. M., Mann,

I. R., Boteler, D. H., Russell, C. T., and Vorobev, A. V.: Nighttime magnetic perturbation events observed in Arctic Canada: 1. Survey and

statistical analysis, J. Geophys. Res.: Space Physics, 124, 7442–7458, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2019JA026794, 2019a.525

Engebretson, M. J., Steinmetz, E. S., Posch, J. L., Pilipenko, V. A., Moldwin, M. B., Connors, M. G., Boteler, D. H., Mann, I. R., Hartinger,

M. D., Weygand, J. M., Lyons, L. R., Nishimura, Y., Singer, H. J., Ohtani, S., Russell, C. T., Fazakerley, A., and Kistler, L. M.: Nighttime

magnetic perturbation events observed in Arctic Canada: 2. Multiple-instrument observations, J. Geophys. Res.: Space Physics, 124,

7459–7476, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2019JA026797, 2019b.

Engebretson, M. J., Ahmed, L. Y., Pilipenko, V. A., Steinmetz, E. S., Moldwin, M. B., Connors, M. G., Boteler, D. H., Weygand, J. M.,530

Coyle, S., Ohtani, S., Gjerloev, J., and Russell, C. T.: Superposed epoch analysis of nighttime magnetic perturbation events observed in

Arctic Canada, J. Geophys. Res.: Space Physics, 126, e2021JA029 465, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021JA029465, 2021.

Fiori, R. A. D., Boteler, D. H., and Gillies, D. M.: Assessment of GIC risk due to geomagnetic sudden commencements and identification of

the current systems responsible, Space Weather, 12, 76–91, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2013SW000967, 2014.

Fligge, M., Solanki, S. K., and Beer, J.: Determination of solar cycle length variations using the continuous wavelet transform, Astronomy535

and Astrophysics, 346, 313–321, 1999.

Forsyth, C., Sergeev, V. A., Henderson, M. G., Nishimura, Y., and Gallardo-Lacourt, B.: Physical processes of meso-scale, dynamic auroral

forms, Space Sci. Rev., 216, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-020-00665-y, 2020.

Frey, H. U., Mende, S. B., Angelopoulos, V., and Donovan, E. F.: Substorm onset observations by IMAGE-FUV, J. Geophys. Res., 109,

A10304, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010607, 2004.540

Gregory, R. L., Gommers, R., Wasilewski, F., Wohlfahrt, K., and O’Leary, A.: PyWavelets: A Python package for wavelet analysis, Journal

of Open Source Software, 4(36), 1237, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.01237, 2019.

Hajra, R.: Intense, long-duration geomagnetically induced currents (GICs) caused by intense substorm clusters, Space Weather, 20,

e2021SW002 937, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021SW002937, 2022.

Huang, C.-S., Foster, J. C., Goncharenko, L. P., Reeves, G. D., Chau, J. L., Yumoto, K., and Kitamura, K.: Variations545

of low-latitude geomagnetic fields and Dst index caused by magnetospheric substorms, J. Geophys. Res., 109, A05219,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JA010334, 2004.

Huttunen, K. E. J., Kilpua, S. P., Pulkkinen, A., Viljanen, A., , and Tanskanen, E.: Solar wind drivers of large geomagnetically induced

currents during the solar cycle 23, Space Weather, 6, S10002, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2007SW000374, 2008.

Iyemori, T. and Rao, D. R. K.: Decay of the Dst field of geomagnetic disturbance after substorm onset and its implication to storm-substorm550

relation, Ann. Geophys., 14, 608–618, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-996-0608-3, 1996.

Jacobs, J. A., Kato, Y., Matsushita, S., and Troitskaya, V. A.: Classification of geomagnetic micropulsations, J. Geophys. Res., 69(1), 180–

181, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ069i001p00180, 1964.

Juusola, L., Nakamura, R., Amm, O., and Kauristie, K.: Conjugate ionospheric equivalent currents during bursty bulk flows, J. Geophys.

Res., 114, A04313, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2008JA013908, 2009.555

Juusola, L., Kauristie, K., van de Kamp, M., Tanskanen, E. I., Mursula, K., Asikainen, T., Andréeová, K., Partamies, N., Vanhamäki, H.,

and Viljanen, A.: Solar wind control of ionospheric equivalent currents and their time derivatives, J. Geophys. Res. Space Physics, 120,

4971–4992, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021204, 2015a.

24

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Juusola, L., Viljanen, A., van de Kamp, M., Tanskanen, E. I., Vanhamäki, H., Partamies, N., and Kauristie, K.: High-

latitude ionospheric equivalent currents during strong space storms: regional perspective, Space Weather, 13, 49–60,560

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2014SW001139, 2015b.

Juusola, L., Kauristie, K., Vanhamäki, H., and Aikio, A.: Comparison of auroral ionospheric and field-aligned cur-

rents derived from Swarm and ground magnetic field measurements, J. Geophys. Res. Space Physics, 121, 9256–9283,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA022961, 2016.

Juusola, L., Vanhamäki, H., Viljanen, A., and Smirnov, M.: Induced currents due to 3D ground conductivity play a major role in the inter-565

pretation of geomagnetic variations, Ann. Geophys., 38, 983–998, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-38-983-2020, 2020.

Kataoka, R. and Pulkkinen, A.: Geomagnetically induced currents during intense storms driven by coronal mass ejections and corotating

interacting regions, J. Geophys. Res., 113, A03S12, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JA012487, 2008.

Kauristie, K., Pulkkinen, T. I., Pellinen, R. J., and Opgenoorth, H. J.: What can we tell about global auroral-electrojet activity from a single

meridional magnetometer chain?, Ann. Geophys., 14, 1177–1185, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-996-1177-1, 1996.570

Kellinsalmi, M., Viljanen, A., Juusola, L., and Käki, S.: The time derivative of the geomagnetic field has a short memory, Ann. Geophys.

Discuss., https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-2022-4, 2022.

Kelly, G. S., Viljanen, A., Beggan, C. D., and Thomson, A. W. P.: Understanding GIC in the UK and French high-voltage transmission

systems during severe magnetic storms, Space Weather, 15, 99–114, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2016SW001469, 2017.

Kleimenova, N. G., Gromova, L. I., Dremukhina, L. A., Levitin, A. E., Zelinsky, N. R., and Gromov, S. V.: High-latitude geomagnetic effects575

of the main phase of the geomagnetic storm of November 24, 2001 with the Northern direction of IMF, Geomagn. Aeron., 55, 174–184,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1134/S0016793215020097, 2015.

Korja, T., Engels, M., Zhamaletdinov, A. A., Kovtun, A. A., Palshin, N. A., Smirnov, M. Y., Tokarev, A. D., Asming, V. E., Vanyan, L. L., Var-

daniants, I. L., and the BEAR Working Group: Crustal conductivity in Fennoscandia — a compilation of a database on crustal conductance

in the Fennoscandian Shield, Earth Planets Space, 54, 535–558, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03353044, 2002.580

Kruglyakov, M., Kuvshinov, A., and Marshalko, E.: Real-time 3-D modeling of the ground electric field due to space weather events. A

concept and its validation., Space Weather, 20, e2021SW002 906, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021SW002906, 2022.

Kwagala, N. G., Hesse, M., Moretto, T., Tenfjord, P., Norgren, C., Tóth, G., Gombosi, T., Kolstø, H., and Spinnangr, S. F.: Validating the

Space Weather Modeling Framework (SWMF) for applications in northern Europe. Ground magnetic perturbation validation., J. Space

Weather Space Clim., 10, 33, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2020034, 2020.585

Lehtinen, M. and Pirjola, R.: Currents produced in earthed conductor networks by geomagnetically-induced electric fields, Ann. Geophys.,

3, 479–484, 1985.

Marshalko, E., Kruglyakov, M., Kuvshinov, A., Juusola, L., Kwagala, N. K., Sokolova, E., and Pilipenko, V.: Comparing three ap-

proaches to the inducing source setting for the ground electromagnetic field modeling due to space weather events, Space Weather,

19, e2020SW002 657, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2020SW002657, 2021.590

Myllys, M., Viljanen, A., Rui, Ø. A., and Ohnstad, T. M.: Geomagnetically induced currents in Norway: the northernmost high-voltage power

grid in the world, J. Space Weather Space Clim., 4, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2014007, 2014.

Ngwira, C. M., Sibeck, D., Silveira, M. D. V., Georgiou, M., Weygand, J. M., Nishimura, Y., and Hampton, D.: A study of intense local dB/dt

variations during two geomagnetic storms, Space Weather, 16, 676–693, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2018SW001911, 2018.

Oliveira, D. M. and Samsonov, A. A.: Geoeffectiveness of interplanetary shocks controlled by impact angles: A review, Advances in Space595

Research, 61, 1–44, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.10.006, 2018.

25

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Opgenoorth, H. J., Oksman, J., Kaila, U., Nielsen, E., and Baumjohann, W.: Characteristics of eastward drifting omega bands in the morning

sector of the auroral oval, J. Geophys. Res., 88(A11), 9171–9185, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/JA088iA11p09171, 1983.

Panasyuk, M. I., Kuznetsov, S. N., Lazutin, L. L., Avdyushin, S. I., Alexeev, I. I., Ammosov, P. P., Antonova, A. E., Baishev, D. G., Belenkaya,

E. S., Beletsky, A. B., Belov, A. V., Benghin, V. V., Bobrovnikov, S. Y., Bondarenko, V. A., Boyarchuk, K. A., Veselovsky, I. S., Vyushkova,600

T. Y., Gavrilieva, G. A., Gaidash, S. P., Ginzburg, E. A., Denisov, Y. I., Dmitriev, A. V., Zherebtsov, G. A., Zelenyi, L. M., Ivanov-

Kholodny, G. S., Kalegaev, V. V., Kanonidi, K. D., Kleimenova, N. G., Kozyreva, O. V., Kolomiitsev, O. P., Krasheninnikov, I. A.,

Krivolutsky, A. A., Kropotkin, A. P., Kuminov, A. A., Leshchenko, L. N., Mar’in, B. V., Mitrikas, V. G., Mikhalev, A. V., Mullayarov,

V. A., Muravieva, E. A., Myagkova, I. N., Petrov, V. M., Petrukovich, A. A., Podorolsky, A. N., Pudovkin, M. I., Samsonov, S. N.,

Sakharov, Y. A., Svidsky, P. M., Sokolov, V. D., Soloviev, S. I., Sosnovets, E. N., Starkov, G. V., Starostin, L. I., Tverskaya, L. V.,605

Teltsov, M. V., Troshichev, O. A., Tsetlin, V. V., and Yushkov, B. Y.: Magnetic Storms in October 2003, Cosmic Research, 42, 489–535,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1023/B:COSM.0000046230.62353.61, 2004.

Papitashvili, N. E. and King, J. H.: OMNI 1-min Data, NASA Space Physics Data Facility, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.48322/45bb-

8792, accessed on (DATE), 2020.

Parkhomov, V. A., Mishin, V. V., and Borovik, L. V.: Long-period geomagnetic pulsations caused by the solar wind negative pressure impulse610

on 22 March 1979 (CDAW-6), Ann. Geophys., 16, 134–139, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-998-0134-6, 1998.

Partamies, N., Weygand, J. M., and Juusola, L.: Statistical study of auroral omega bands, Ann. Geophys., 35, 1069–1083,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-35-1069-2017, 2017.

Pirjola, R. J., Boteler, D. H., Tuck, L., and Marsal, S.: The Lehtinen-Pirjola method modified for efficient modelling of geomagnetically

induced currents in multiple voltage levels of a power network, Ann. Geophys., 40, 205–215, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-615

40-205-2022, 2022.

Pulkkinen, A., Viljanen, A., Pajunpää, K., and Pirjola, R.: Recordings and occurrence of geomagnetically induced currents in the Finnish

natural gas pipeline network, ournal of Applied Geophysics, 48, 219–231, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0926-9851(01)00108-2,

2001.

Pulkkinen, A., Amm, O., Viljanen, A., and BEAR Working Group: Ionospheric equivalent current distributions determined with the method620

of spherical elementary current systems, J. Geophys. Res., 108(A2), https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA005085, 2003a.

Pulkkinen, A., Amm, O., Viljanen, A., and BEAR Working Group: Separation of the geomagnetic variation field on the ground

into external and internal parts using the spherical elementary current system method, Earth, Planets and Space, 55, 117–129,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03351739, 2003b.

Pulkkinen, A., Lindahl, S., Viljanen, A., and Pirjola, R.: Geomagnetic storm of 29–31 October 2003: Geomagnetically in-625

duced currents and their relation to problems in the Swedish high-voltage power transmission system, Space Weather, 3,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2004SW000123, 2005.

Pulkkinen, A., Viljanen, A., and Pirjola, R.: Estimation of geomagnetically induced current levels from different input data, Space Weather,

4 S08005, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2006SW000229, 2006.

Pulkkinen, A., Bernabeu, E., Thomson, A., Viljanen, A., Pirjola, R., Boteler, D., Eichner, J., Cilliers, P. J., Welling, D., Savani, N. P.,630

Weigel, R. S., Love, J. J., Balch, C., Ngwira, C. M., Crowley, G., Schultz, A., Kataoka, R., Anderson, B., Fugate, D., Simpson, J. J.,

and MacAlester, M.: Geomagnetically induced currents: Science, engineering, and applications readiness, Space Weather, 15, 828–856,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2016SW001501, 2017.

26

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Richmond, A. D.: Ionospheric electrodynamics using Magnetic Apex Coordinates, Journal of geomagnetism and geoelectricity, 47(2), 191–

212, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5636/jgg.47.191, 1995.635

Rogers, N. C., Wild, J. A., Eastoe, E. F., Gjerloev, J. W., and Thomson, A. W. P.: A global climatological model of extreme geomagnetic

field fluctuations, J. Space Weather Space Clim., 10, 5, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2020008, 2020.

Schillings, A., Palin, L., Opgenoorth, H., Hamrin, M., Rosenqvist, L., Gjerloev, J. W., Juusola, L., and Barnes, R.: Distri-

bution and occurrence frequency of dB/dt spikes during magnetic storms 1980–2020, Space Weather, 20, e2021SW002 953,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021SW002953, 2022.640

Sillanpää, I., Lühr, H., Viljanen, A., and Ritter, P.: Quiet-time magnetic variations at high latitude observatories, Earth Planets Space, 56,

47–65, https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03352490, 2004.

Tanskanen, E. I., Viljanen, A., Pulkkinen, T. I., Pirjola, R., Häkkinen, L., Pulkkinen, A., and Amm, O.: At substorm onset, 40% of AL comes

from underground, J. Geophys. Res., 106(A7), 13 119–13 134, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA900135, 2001.

Thébault, E., Finlay, C. C., Beggan, C. D., Alken, P., Aubert, J., Barrois, O., Bertrand, F., Bondar, T., Boness, A., Brocco, L., Canet, E.,645

Chambodut, A., Chulliat, A., Coïsson, P., Civet, F., Du, A., Fournier, A., Fratter, I., Gillet, N., Hamilton, B., Hamoudi, M., Hulot, G.,

Jager, T., Korte, M., Kuang, W., Lalanne, X., Langlais, B., Léger, J.-M., Lesur, V., Lowes, F. J., Macmillan, S., Mandea, M., Manoj,

C., Maus, S., Olsen, N., Petrov, V., Ridley, V., Rother, M., Sabaka, T. J., Saturnino, D., Schachtschneider, R., Sirol, O., Tangborn, A.,

Thomson, A., Tøffner-Clausen, L., Vigneron, P., Wardinski, I., and Zvereva, T.: International Geomagnetic Reference Field: the 12th

generation, Earth, Planets and Space, 67, 79, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/s40623-015-0228-9, 2015.650

Torrence, C. and Compo, G. P.: A practical guide to wavelet analysis, Bull. Amer. Meteor. Soc., 79, 61–78,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477(1998)079<0061:APGTWA>2.0.CO;2, 1998.

Tsurutani, B. T., Hajra, R., Echer, E., and Gjerloev, J. W.: Extremely intense (SML≤−2500 nT) substorms: isolated events that are externally

triggered?, Ann. Geophys., 33, 519–524, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-33-519-2015, 2015.

van de Kamp, M.: Harmonic quiet-day curves as magnetometer baselines for ionospheric current analyses, Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data655

Syst., 2, 289–304, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/gi-2-289-2013, 2013.

Vanhamäki, H. and Juusola, L.: Introduction to Spherical Elementary Current Systems, in: Ionospheric Multi-Spacecraft Analysis Tools, pp.

5–33, ISSI Scientific Report Series 17, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-26732-2, 2020.

Viljanen, A.: Relation of geomagnetically induced currents and local geomagnetic variations, in: IEEE Transactions on Power Delivery, vol.

13, 4, pp. 1285–1290, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1109/61.714497, 1998.660

Viljanen, A., Amm, O., and Pirjola, R.: Modeling geomagnetically induced currents during different ionospheric situations, J. Geophys. Res.,

104(A12), 28 059–28 071, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JA900337, 1999.

Viljanen, A., Nevanlinna, H., Pajunpää, K., and Pulkkinen, A.: Time derivative of the horizontal geomagnetic field as an activity indicator,

Ann. Geophys., 19, 1107–1118, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-19-1107-2001, 2001.

Viljanen, A., Pulkkinen, A., Pirjola, R., Pajunpää, K., Posio, P., and Koistinen, A.: Recordings of geomagnetically in-665

duced currents and a nowcasting service of the Finnish natural gas pipeline system, Space Weather, 4, S10004,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2006SW000234, 2006a.

Viljanen, A., Tanskanen, E. I., and Pulkkinen, A.: Relation between substorm characteristics and rapid temporal variations of the ground

magnetic field, Ann. Geophys., 24, 725–733, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-24-725-2006, 2006b.

Viljanen, A., Pirjola, R., Wik, M., Ádám, A., Prácser, E., Sakharov, Y., and Katkalov, J.: Continental scale modelling of geomagnetically670

induced currents, J. Space Weather Space Clim., 2, A17, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2012017, 2012.

27

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Viljanen, A., Pirjola, R., Prácser, E., Katkalov, J., and Wik, M.: Geomagnetically induced currents in Europe - Modelled occurrence in a

continent-wide power grid, J. Space Weather Space Clim., 4, A09, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2014006, 2014.

Weygand, J. M., Kivelson, M. G., Frey, H. U., Rodriguez, J. V., Angelopoulos, V., Redmon, R., Barker-Ream, J., Grocott, A., and Amm, O.:

An interpretation of spacecraft and ground based observations of multiple omega band events, Journal of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial675

Physics, 133, 185–204, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2015.08.014, 2015.

Weygand, J. M., Engebretson, M. J., Pilipenko, V. A., Steinmetz, E. S., Moldwin, M. B., Connors, M. G., Nishimura, Y., Lyons, L. R.,

Russell, C. T., Ohtani, S.-I., and Gjerloev, J.: SECS Analysis of Nighttime Magnetic Perturbation Events Observed in Arctic Canada, J.

Geophys. Res.: Space Physics, 126, e2021JA029 839, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021JA029839, 2021.

Weygand, J. M., El-Alaoui, M., and Nykyri, H. K.: The source of auroral omegas, J. Geophys. Res.: Space Physics, 127, e2021JA029 908,680

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2021JA029908, 2022.

Wintoft, P., Viljanen, A., and Wik, M.: Extreme value analysis of the time derivative of the horizontal magnetic field and computed electric

field, Ann. Geophys., 34, 485–491, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-34-485-2016, 2016.

Wu, C.-C., Liou, K., Lepping, R. P., Hutting, L., Plunkett, S., Howard, R. A., and Socker, D.: The first super geomagnetic storm of solar cycle

24: "The St. Patrick’s day event (17 March 2015)", Earth, Planets and Space, 68, 151, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/s40623-016-685

0525-y, 2016.

28

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Ta
bl

e
1.

M
ax

im
um

to
ta

l
(e

xt
er

na
l
+

in
te

rn
al

),
ex

te
rn

al
(i

on
os

ph
er

ic
an

d
m

ag
ne

to
sp

he
ri

c)
,a

nd
in

te
rn

al
(t

el
lu

ri
c)

tim
e

de
riv

at
iv

e
of

th
e

ho
ri

zo
nt

al
gr

ou
nd

m
ag

-

ne
tic

fie
ld

(|d
H

/
d
t|

=
√ (d

B
x
/
d
t)

2
+

(d
B

y
/
d
t)

2
[n

T
s−

1
])

at
IM

A
G

E
st

at
io

ns
be

tw
ee

n
19

94
an

d
20

18
.

M
ag

ne
tic

lo
ca

l
tim

e
(M

LT
)

[H
H

:M
M

]
ha

s
be

en

ca
lc

ul
at

ed
us

in
g

ht
tp

s:
//a

pe
xp

y.
re

ad
th

ed
oc

s.
io

/e
n/

la
te

st
/.

SY
M

-H
[n

T
]

ha
s

be
en

ob
ta

in
ed

fr
om

ht
tp

s:
//s

pd
f.g

sf
c.

na
sa

.g
ov

/p
ub

/d
at

a/
om

ni
/h

ig
h_

re
s_

om
ni

/.
C

ol
or

s:

E
ve

nt
1:

29
–3

1
O

ct
20

03
,

E
ve

nt
2:

07
–0

8
Se

p
20

17
,a

nd
E

ve
nt

3:
24

N
ov

20
01

.
C

ol
or

ed
do

ts
in

th
e

se
co

nd
co

lu
m

n
in

di
ca

te
st

at
io

n
av

ai
la

bi
lit

y
du

ri
ng

th
e

da
ys

of
th

e
E

ve
nt

s
(b

la
ck

:n
ot

av
ai

la
bl

e)
.T

he
ab

so
lu

te
m

ax
im

um
to

ta
l,

ex
te

rn
al

,a
nd

in
te

rn
al
|d
H

/
d
t|

ha
s

be
en

hi
gh

lig
ht

ed
.

St
at

io
n

A
va

ila
bl

e
To

ta
l

E
xt

er
na

l
In

te
rn

al
U

T
M

LT
|d
H

/
d
t|

SY
M

-H
U

T
M

LT
|d
H

/
d
t|

SY
M

-H
U

T
M

LT
|d
H

/
d
t|

SY
M

-H

N
A

L
••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

21
17

:2
2:

10
20

:0
6

39
.7

55
20

05
Ja

n
02

15
:4

9:
40

18
:4

6
12

.0
-3

5
20

05
Ja

n
21

17
:2

2:
10

20
:0

6
33

.1
55

LY
R

••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

21
17

:2
2:

10
20

:0
8

46
.7

55
20

05
Ja

n
02

15
:4

9:
40

18
:4

8
17

.4
-3

5
19

94
Fe

b
21

09
:0

1:
50

a
11

:5
7

38
.1

57
H

O
R

••
••
••

20
03

M
ar

17
21

:1
7:

10
23

:5
8

47
.2

-6
6

20
05

Ja
n

02
15

:4
9:

40
18

:3
8

14
.0

-3
5

20
03

M
ar

17
21

:1
7:

10
23

:5
8

41
.2

-6
6

H
O

P
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
16

:4
9:

30
20

:1
4

46
.7

-1
08

20
05

Ja
n

02
15

:4
9:

40
18

:5
8

8.
3

-3
5

20
03

O
ct

30
16

:4
9:

30
20

:1
4

39
.9

-1
08

B
JN

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

21
17

:0
2:

10
19

:5
8

42
.4

-6
1

19
95

O
ct

04
15

:0
1:

30
17

:5
4

7.
7

-8
3

20
03

O
ct

21
17

:0
2:

10
19

:5
8

35
.6

-6
1

N
O

R
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

12
20

:4
4:

10
23

:3
7

20
.7

15
20

15
O

ct
08

18
:0

4:
50

21
:0

1
13

.2
-5

0
20

16
D

ec
23

18
:1

7:
00

20
:5

6
15

.8
-4

0
SO

R
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
2:

00
a

09
:0

7
32

.6
41

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:3
3

18
.2

-9
7

20
05

Fe
b

18
01

:0
6:

20
03

:1
4

24
.4

-8
5

T
R

O
••
••
••

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:2
0

33
.6

-9
7

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:2
0

19
.2

-9
7

19
95

Ja
n

30
21

:0
5:

50
23

:0
0

27
.3

-2
9

A
N

D
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
2:

00
a

08
:4

4
36

.0
41

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:1
0

17
.8

-9
7

20
13

Ju
l0

6
02

:5
9:

30
05

:1
0

26
.9

-3
7

K
E

V
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

30
a

09
:1

7
30

.5
-1

8
20

03
O

ct
29

06
:1

1:
50

a
09

:1
8

16
.5

41
20

03
O

ct
29

06
:1

1:
30

a
09

:1
7

35
.0

-1
8

M
A

S
••
••
••

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:3
3

43
.7

-9
7

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

09
:0

7
20

.3
41

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
10

:3
3

25
.9

-9
7

K
IL

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

08
:5

7
42

.8
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

08
:5

7
20

.8
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

08
:5

7
22

.3
41

L
E

K
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

08
:3

3
31

.7
41

20
01

N
ov

24
07

:3
2:

20
09

:5
8

14
.9

-9
7

20
02

O
ct

04
18

:0
9:

30
20

:1
8

20
.2

-6
3

A
B

K
••
••
••

19
99

A
pr

17
03

:1
0:

40
05

:2
6

36
.8

-1
00

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

08
:4

9
20

.3
41

19
99

A
pr

17
03

:1
0:

40
05

:2
6

19
.8

-1
00

IV
A

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:1

5
43

.2
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:1

5
15

.0
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:1

5
28

.2
41

K
IR

••
••
••

20
06

D
ec

15
02

:0
7:

10
04

:1
4

37
.8

-1
74

20
06

D
ec

15
02

:0
7:

10
04

:1
4

21
.2

-1
74

20
06

D
ec

15
02

:0
7:

10
04

:1
4

18
.3

-1
74

M
U

O
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

09
:0

2
37

.6
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

50
a

09
:0

2
18

.8
41

19
98

M
ay

04
04

:0
1:

30
06

:3
3

23
.5

-1
87

SO
D

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:0
3:

20
02

:4
2

33
.1

-9
4

20
17

Se
p

07
23

:1
5:

40
01

:5
6

13
.2

-1
9

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
4:

40
03

:0
3

22
.4

-1
08

D
O

N
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
0:

00
02

:2
2

27
.8

-1
20

20
15

Se
p

08
01

:1
5:

00
03

:0
6

9.
1

-8
0

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
0:

00
02

:2
2

22
.6

-1
20

JC
K

••
••
••

20
12

O
ct

09
01

:1
3:

00
03

:2
2

30
.7

-9
3

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
3:

20
02

:4
0

11
.3

-1
32

20
12

O
ct

09
01

:1
3:

00
03

:2
2

24
.6

-9
3

PE
L

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:0

0
52

.7
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:0

0
20

.1
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

09
:0

0
32

.6
41

RV
K

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

08
:1

5
77

.0
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

08
:1

5
16

.2
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

08
:1

5
61

.3
41

R
A

N
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:0
3:

40
02

:3
8

33
.6

-9
6

20
17

Se
p

07
23

:1
5:

50
01

:5
1

11
.8

-1
9

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:0
3:

40
02

:3
8

26
.5

-9
6

LY
C

••
••
••

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
3:

50
19

:2
8

31
.2

-1
65

20
00

N
ov

10
06

:2
8:

40
a

08
:5

7
8.

0
24

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
7:

10
02

:3
4

25
.0

-1
17

O
U

J
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

40
22

:4
6

32
.2

-1
87

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

40
22

:4
6

15
.6

-1
87

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
3:

20
03

:0
6

24
.9

-1
32

D
O

B
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

08
:0

1
24

.8
41

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:1
1:

40
a

08
:0

1
13

.3
41

20
04

N
ov

09
19

:4
5:

20
21

:2
0

16
.0

-1
42

SO
L

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
8:

50
01

:4
4

18
.7

-1
18

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
6:

00
19

:1
3

6.
7

-1
06

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
8:

50
01

:4
4

12
.9

-1
18

M
E

K
••
••
••

20
12

M
ar

15
17

:0
1:

10
19

:2
9

14
.0

-5
4

20
17

Se
p

07
23

:1
5:

50
01

:5
8

6.
0

-1
9

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
1:

10
03

:1
2

11
.5

-1
25

H
A

N
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
07

:2
7:

20
10

:1
5

41
.6

-9
2

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

50
22

:3
9

14
.0

-1
87

20
03

O
ct

29
07

:2
7:

20
10

:1
5

35
.1

-9
2

K
A

R
••
••
••

20
04

N
ov

09
19

:4
8:

20
21

:0
4

13
.3

-1
42

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
7:

50
19

:1
2

4.
5

-1
05

20
04

N
ov

09
19

:4
5:

40
21

:0
2

10
.7

-1
45

N
U

R
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
21

:1
7:

30
23

:3
6

28
.3

-3
02

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

40
22

:3
0

11
.0

-1
87

20
03

O
ct

30
21

:1
7:

30
23

:3
6

21
.0

-3
02

U
PS

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

50
22

:0
5

19
.4

-1
87

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

40
22

:0
5

10
.3

-1
87

20
03

O
ct

29
07

:0
3:

20
09

:1
6

12
.4

-3
9

TA
R

••
••
••

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
3:

50
19

:4
0

16
.7

-1
65

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
3:

50
19

:4
0

5.
8

-1
65

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
3:

50
19

:4
0

10
.9

-1
65

B
R

Z
••
••
••

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
5:

30
19

:3
3

8.
0

-1
64

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
5:

30
19

:3
3

2.
9

-1
64

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
5:

30
19

:3
3

5.
5

-1
64

H
L

P
••
••
••

20
18

A
ug

20
10

:2
3:

00
11

:5
3

1.
4

-8
20

18
A

ug
20

10
:2

3:
00

11
:5

3
0.

6
-8

20
18

A
ug

20
10

:2
3:

00
11

:5
3

0.
8

-8
W

N
G
••
••
••

20
18

D
ec

28
10

:1
4:

40
11

:4
4

1.
5

-1
0

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
6:

00
19

:1
2

1.
7

-1
06

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
6:

00
19

:1
2

1.
9

-1
06

SU
W

••
••
••

20
17

N
ov

30
06

:2
5:

40
08

:4
5

2.
2

-3
20

15
D

ec
20

16
:3

1:
00

18
:3

1
0.

7
-9

4
20

17
N

ov
30

06
:2

5:
40

08
:4

5
1.

9
-3

N
G

K
••
••
••

20
17

Ju
l1

6
06

:0
1:

30
a

07
:1

1
1.

5
26

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
6:

00
19

:2
1

0.
8

-1
06

20
17

Se
p

08
17

:5
6:

10
19

:2
1

1.
1

-1
06

PP
N

••
••
••

20
18

A
ug

20
10

:2
2:

50
12

:0
4

1.
2

-8
20

18
A

ug
20

10
:2

2:
50

12
:0

4
0.

5
-8

20
18

A
ug

27
15

:1
9:

40
17

:0
7

0.
8

-6
4

a
SC

ac
co

rd
in

g
to

ht
tp

://
is

gi
.u

ni
st

ra
.fr

/

29

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Ta
bl

e
2.

T
he

sa
m

e
as

Ta
bl

e
1

ex
ce

pt
fo

r|
H
|i

ns
te

ad
of
|d
H

/
d
t|.

St
at

io
n

A
va

ila
bl

e
M

ea
su

re
d

E
xt

er
na

l
In

te
rn

al
U

T
M

LT
|H
|

SY
M

-H
U

T
M

LT
|H
|

SY
M

-H
U

T
M

LT
|H
|

SY
M

-H

N
A

L
••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
7:

00
01

:3
8

24
30

.1
-8

2
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

7:
30

23
:1

4
99

7.
3

-1
32

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
7:

00
01

:3
8

18
94

.8
-8

2
LY

R
••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
8:

10
01

:4
1

28
64

.9
-8

5
20

05
Ja

n
07

23
:0

8:
00

01
:4

1
11

99
.3

-8
5

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
8:

10
01

:4
1

18
32

.4
-8

5
H

O
R

••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
8:

20
01

:3
1

29
28

.8
-8

5
20

05
Ja

n
07

23
:0

8:
10

01
:3

1
13

66
.3

-8
5

20
05

Ja
n

07
23

:0
8:

20
01

:3
1

18
76

.4
-8

5
H

O
P
••
••
••

20
04

N
ov

08
01

:2
7:

40
04

:4
1

31
19

.7
-1

92
20

04
N

ov
08

01
:5

6:
30

05
:1

1
10

97
.2

-2
31

20
04

N
ov

08
01

:2
1:

10
04

:3
4

24
19

.8
-1

74
B

JN
••
••
••

20
05

Ja
n

07
22

:4
6:

20
01

:0
3

26
84

.3
-4

3
20

05
Ja

n
07

23
:1

0:
20

01
:2

6
11

17
.5

-8
2

20
05

Ja
n

07
22

:4
6:

20
01

:0
3

16
91

.0
-4

3
N

O
R

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
7:

30
03

:0
6

19
63

.1
-9

7
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:1

7:
50

03
:0

6
15

21
.0

-1
00

20
17

Se
p

08
15

:5
2:

50
18

:3
7

87
7.

9
-1

04
SO

R
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:1
0:

10
22

:5
1

30
18

.9
-1

57
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

5:
00

22
:3

6
22

38
.3

-8
8

20
04

N
ov

08
02

:0
4:

00
04

:4
1

12
13

.4
-2

34
T

R
O

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
4:

50
22

:2
3

29
50

.6
-8

8
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

5:
00

22
:2

3
23

70
.6

-8
8

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
6:

00
02

:3
9

11
81

.3
-9

6
A

N
D

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
6:

40
22

:1
5

33
11

.3
-1

09
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

5:
00

22
:1

4
21

90
.2

-8
8

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
5:

10
02

:2
9

18
48

.0
-9

6
K

E
V

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
6:

30
22

:4
9

39
00

.8
-8

7
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
30

22
:4

9
27

53
.4

-8
7

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
6:

30
22

:4
9

11
68

.6
-8

7
M

A
S
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
22

:4
2:

00
01

:1
9

26
30

.5
-2

79
20

03
O

ct
29

06
:3

9:
00

09
:3

6
18

35
.4

-7
20

03
O

ct
29

22
:4

0:
50

01
:1

8
10

34
.7

-2
84

K
IL

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
5:

00
22

:2
7

36
05

.3
-8

8
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
10

22
:2

8
28

14
.7

-8
7

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

10
22

:3
8

11
02

.4
-1

32
L

E
K

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

10
22

:1
4

30
60

.6
-1

32
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
10

22
:0

3
23

08
.0

-8
7

20
03

M
ay

10
02

:4
9:

20
04

:5
5

10
43

.4
-8

1
A

B
K

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

30
22

:3
0

38
31

.7
-1

32
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
10

22
:2

0
28

63
.9

-8
7

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

30
22

:3
0

12
49

.4
-1

32
IV

A
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

10
22

:5
7

39
34

.5
-7

5
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
30

22
:4

6
27

89
.1

-8
7

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
8:

10
22

:5
7

12
79

.6
-7

5
K

IR
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
8:

30
02

:4
0

33
19

.3
-1

00
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:1

8:
10

02
:4

0
24

83
.0

-1
00

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
9:

00
02

:4
0

99
9.

9
-1

03
M

U
O
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
6:

30
22

:3
3

36
55

.9
-8

7
20

03
O

ct
30

19
:5

6:
20

22
:3

3
31

06
.4

-8
7

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
4:

40
22

:3
1

96
1.

3
-8

8
SO

D
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
1:

50
03

:0
0

37
45

.0
-1

05
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:2

1:
50

03
:0

0
23

58
.1

-1
05

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
1:

50
03

:0
0

14
25

.4
-1

05
D

O
N

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
8:

00
02

:1
0

36
77

.1
-1

00
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:1

8:
40

02
:1

1
21

59
.9

-1
03

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
7:

50
02

:1
0

15
43

.0
-1

00
JC

K
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
9:

10
02

:2
6

37
10

.6
-1

03
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:1

8:
50

02
:2

5
22

80
.1

-1
03

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:1
9:

20
02

:2
6

14
77

.1
-1

03
PE

L
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
19

:5
6:

30
22

:3
1

42
10

.0
-8

7
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

8:
10

22
:4

2
28

63
.9

-7
5

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
0:

50
02

:5
0

14
86

.0
-1

07
RV

K
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

30
21

:5
7

39
01

.7
-1

32
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

7:
30

21
:5

7
24

26
.9

-1
32

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
3:

40
02

:0
8

19
41

.9
-1

06
R

A
N

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
5:

10
02

:5
9

40
26

.6
-1

08
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:2

4:
40

02
:5

8
23

10
.8

-1
08

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
5:

20
02

:5
9

18
10

.6
-1

08
LY

C
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
4:

00
02

:3
1

37
94

.2
-1

06
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:2

4:
00

02
:3

1
19

60
.1

-1
06

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
5:

30
02

:3
2

18
63

.7
-1

08
O

U
J
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
5:

50
22

:4
4

47
19

.2
-1

46
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

5:
50

22
:4

4
25

68
.1

-1
46

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
5:

50
22

:4
4

23
42

.5
-1

46
D

O
B

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
7:

30
21

:4
3

29
67

.9
-1

32
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

8:
10

21
:4

4
19

05
.1

-7
5

20
03

O
ct

29
06

:4
7:

40
08

:3
9

13
05

.5
10

SO
L

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
8:

10
01

:4
4

18
20

.1
-1

18
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:3

4:
20

01
:5

0
91

0.
6

-1
33

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
8:

10
01

:4
4

10
55

.6
-1

18
M

E
K

••
••
••

20
04

N
ov

07
23

:5
3:

30
02

:3
2

20
84

.8
-1

94
20

04
N

ov
07

23
:5

2:
40

02
:3

1
11

74
.0

-1
94

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:3
3:

10
03

:1
4

96
1.

7
-1

32
H

A
N

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
4:

10
22

:3
5

37
38

.8
-1

39
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

4:
10

22
:3

5
22

14
.6

-1
39

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
4:

20
22

:3
5

17
31

.2
-1

39
K

A
R

••
••
••

20
04

N
ov

07
23

:5
3:

10
01

:0
3

17
26

.2
-1

94
20

04
N

ov
07

23
:5

3:
10

01
:0

3
83

7.
5

-1
94

20
04

N
ov

07
23

:5
3:

10
01

:0
3

89
1.

5
-1

94
N

U
R

••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
4:

20
22

:2
5

29
49

.5
-1

39
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

4:
20

22
:2

5
16

50
.6

-1
39

20
03

O
ct

30
21

:1
8:

50
23

:3
7

14
70

.4
-2

92
U

PS
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
4:

00
22

:0
1

27
43

.2
-1

39
20

03
O

ct
30

20
:0

4:
00

22
:0

1
15

47
.0

-1
39

20
03

O
ct

30
20

:0
4:

10
22

:0
1

12
04

.5
-1

39
TA

R
••
••
••

20
03

O
ct

29
22

:3
3:

00
00

:5
2

20
02

.4
-2

85
20

01
N

ov
06

03
:0

1:
20

05
:2

5
78

8.
9

-2
61

20
03

O
ct

29
22

:3
3:

10
00

:5
2

13
37

.6
-2

85
B

R
Z

••
••
••

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
8:

40
19

:3
6

57
9.

3
-1

64
20

15
M

ar
17

23
:1

4:
20

01
:1

0
38

8.
1

-2
13

20
15

M
ar

17
17

:3
9:

00
19

:3
7

32
6.

0
-1

64
H

L
P

••
••
••

20
18

A
ug

26
05

:4
1:

20
07

:2
2

15
2.

3
-1

81
20

18
A

ug
26

03
:2

0:
50

05
:0

4
11

1.
2

-1
18

20
18

A
ug

26
05

:3
7:

20
07

:1
8

96
.7

-1
77

W
N

G
••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

07
23

:3
1:

50
00

:4
8

26
2.

8
-9

0
20

17
Se

p
07

23
:3

0:
10

00
:4

6
20

8.
9

-7
8

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
6:

50
01

:4
2

23
0.

3
-1

17
SU

W
••
••
••

20
15

D
ec

20
19

:0
6:

40
20

:5
7

22
0.

9
-1

19
20

17
Se

p
08

00
:1

4:
30

02
:1

6
14

2.
1

-9
7

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
6:

40
02

:2
8

17
0.

2
-1

17
N

G
K

••
••
••

20
17

Se
p

07
23

:2
9:

40
00

:5
5

23
8.

9
-7

8
20

17
Se

p
07

23
:3

0:
10

00
:5

6
18

4.
8

-7
8

20
17

Se
p

08
00

:2
6:

50
01

:5
1

18
3.

3
-1

17
PP

N
••
••
••

20
18

A
ug

26
07

:0
6:

20
08

:5
5

14
3.

4
-2

00
20

18
A

ug
26

03
:1

9:
40

05
:1

3
10

5.
9

-1
18

20
18

A
ug

26
07

:0
7:

00
08

:5
6

98
.3

-2
01

30

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-850
Preprint. Discussion started: 31 August 2022
c© Author(s) 2022. CC BY 4.0 License.



Figure 10. (a): Interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) magnitude and GSM components±1 h around the event on 24 Nov 2001 at 07:32:20 UT.

(b): GSM x component of the solar wind velocity. (c): Solar wind density. (d): Solar wind dynamic pressure. (e): SYM-H index. (f): Auroral

electrojet indices. The time interval of Fig. 11 (30 min) is shaded in grey and the time of the extreme |dH/dt| event at IMAGE is indicated

by the black dashed vertical line.
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Figure 11. Data in a format similar to Fig. 9 ±15 min around the event on 24 Nov 2001 at 07:32:20 UT.
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Figure 12. Data in a format similar to Fig. 10 from −15 h to +9 h around the event on 15 Dec 2006 at 02:07:10 UT. The vertical blue line

indicates a SC at 14:14:18 UT.
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Figure 13. Data in a format similar to Fig. 9 ±15 min around the event on 15 Dec 2006 at 02:07:10 UT.
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Figure 14. Wavelet tranform of external dBx/dt and dBy/dt at KIR for the longer time interval from−15 h to +9 h of Fig. 13 compared to

the ±15 min shown in Fig. 13i–j for the event on 15 Dec 2006 at 02:07:10 UT. The period range of the ultra-low frequency (ULF) pulsation

class Ps6 (5–40 min) (Jacobs et al., 1964) are shown with the white, horizontal, dashed lines. The vertical solid blue line indicates the SC at

14:14:18 UT and the vertical dashed black line indicates the time of the extreme external |dH/dt| observed at KIR.

Table 3. Summary of the five studied events of the most intense external 10 s |dH/dt| as observed by IMAGE between 1994 and 2018.

UT MLT |dH/dt| Event type Ionospheric currents Possible driver

[h] [nTs−1]

2006 Dec 15 02:07:10 04 21.2 Substorm Undulating, intensified WEJ Magnetospheric fast flow?

2003 Oct 29 06:11:40–50 09 20.8 SC EEJ intensification & poleward motion Magnetopause compression

2001 Nov 24 07:32:20 10 19.2 Pulsation EEJ disruption by ULF waves Magnetopause expansion

1999 Apr 04 03:10:50 05 18.0 Substorm Undulating, intensified WEJ Magnetospheric fast flow?

2003 Oct 30 20:08:40 23 15.6 Substorm WEJ weakening & poleward retreat, ULF waves Transition region expansion
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Figure 15. Data in a format similar to Fig. 10 ±20 h around the event on 17 Apr 1999 at 03:10:50 UT. The vertical blue lines indicates a SC

at 11:24:54 UT.
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Figure 16. Data in a format similar to Fig. 9 ±15 min around the event on 17 Apr 1999 at 03:10:50 UT.
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Figure 17. Data in a format similar to Fig. 14 ±20 h around the event on 17 Apr 1999 at 03:10:50 UT.

Figure 18. Histogram of all total, internal, and external |dH/dt| values observed by KIR between 1994 and 2018. The total number of data

points is indicated in the parenthesis. The curves show aexp−b|dH/dt| function fits to the data points, where a and b are constants.
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