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Abstract The substorm process releases large amounts of energy into the magnetospheric system,
although where the energy is transferred to and how it is partitioned remains an open question. In this
study, we address whether the substorm process contributes a signiﬁcant amount of energy to the ring
current. The ring current is a highly variable region, and understanding the energization processes provides
valuable insight into how substorm-ring current coupling may contribute to the generation of storm
conditions and provide a source of energy for wave driving. In order to quantify the energy input into
the ring current during the substorm process, we analyze Radiation Belt Storm Probes Ion Composition
Experiment and Helium Oxygen Proton Electron ion ﬂux measurements for H+ , O+ , and He+ . The energy
content of the ring current is estimated and binned spatially for L and magnetic local time. The results are
combined with an independently derived substorm event list to perform a statistical analysis of variations in
the ring current energy content with substorm phase. We show that the ring current energy is signiﬁcantly
higher in the expansion phase compared to the growth phase, with the energy enhancement persisting
into the substorm recovery phase. The characteristics of the energy enhancement suggest the injection of
energized ions from the tail plasma sheet following substorm onset. The local time variations indicate a loss
of energetic H+ ions in the afternoon sector, likely due to wave-particle interactions. Overall, we ﬁnd that
the average energy input into the ring current is ∼9% of the previously reported energy released during
substorms.
Plain Language Summary

The Earth’s near-space environment is populated by energetic
charged particles, whose motion is largely controlled by the global geomagnetic ﬁeld. This region, known
as the magnetosphere, is highly dynamic and variable, strongly coupled to the solar wind (a continuous
stream of charged particles outﬂowing from the Sun). At times, the Earth’s magnetic ﬁeld can become highly
distorted and release a large amount of energy into the magnetospheric system. This process is termed a
substorm, and the release of energy has signiﬁcant consequences for the structure of the region and the
characteristics of the plasma within it. The amount of energy that is transferred to the magnetospheric
particle population remains to be fully understood. In this study, we use spacecraft measurements of highly
energetic particles observed by the Van Allen Probes between 2012 and 2017. Using a statistical approach,
we quantify the magnitude of the energy input into the particle population due to a typical substorm.
Furthermore, we investigate the location of the energy enhancements, providing an insight into how energy
is transported throughout the magnetospheric system.

1. Introduction

©2018. The Authors.
This is an open access article under the
terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License, which permits use,
distribution and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work is
properly cited.
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Substorms manifest as large scale, global reconﬁgurations of the terrestrial magnetosphere and a redistribution of energy within the system. The process has traditionally been deﬁned by the occurrence of three
separate phases forming a sequence: the growth phase, the expansion phase, and the recovery phase (e.g.,
Akasofu, 1968; Baker et al., 1996; McPherron, 1970; Russell & McPherron, 1973). The substorm growth phase
occurs as a result of an enhanced low-latitude dayside reconnection rate, usually initiated by a southward
turning of the Interplanetary Magnetic Field (IMF), concurrent with a comparably small nightside reconnection rate (Milan et al., 2007). Open ﬂux accumulates in the magnetotail, and energy is stored in the highly
stretched magnetic ﬁeld lines. Closely following substorm onset, which marks the initiation of the expansion
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phase, there is a sudden enhancement in the nightside reconnection rate. Explosive nightside reconnection
rapidly closes the open ﬂux in the magnetotail, releasing large amounts of energy and heating the plasma
sheet (e.g., Forsyth et al., 2014; Huang et al., 1992). The expansion phase is followed by the recovery phase,
where the nightside reconnection rate gradually reduces, and the magnetosphere returns to the average conﬁguration. However, if the IMF remains southward, energy input continues to occur and the recovery phase
may coincide with the growth phase of a succeeding substorm. The magnetospheric substorm is a highly
complex process, displaying signiﬁcant variability, and there are several open questions surrounding the substorm phenomenon. This paper addresses how the large amount of energy released at substorm onset is
partitioned, speciﬁcally understanding the input of energy into the ring current.
Energization of the ring current is a key factor in the occurrence of a geomagnetic storm, and therefore, understanding the role of the substorm process in enhancing the ring current and its contribution to the occurrence
of storms is of high importance. The substorm process can energize the ring current through several processes.
For a detailed review we refer to Daglis (2006), but we brieﬂy summarize here. During substorms, the combination of an enhanced background convective electric ﬁeld with strong substorm induced impulsive electric
ﬁelds have been suggested to aid in the injection of plasma deep into the magnetosphere and provide the
ring current conditions necessary for geomagnetic storms (Daglis et al., 2004; Delcourt, 2002; Fok et al., 1999;
Ganushkina et al., 2005; Lui, 2001; Metallinou et al., 2006; Reeves & Henderson, 2001; Reeves et al., 2003; Wolf
et al., 1997; Wygant et al., 1998). Furthermore, substorms are associated with enhanced ionospheric outﬂow
(Daglis et al., 1994; Daglis & Axford, 1996), which results in an increased plasma sheet density (Nosé et al.,
2005). The convection of the high density plasma into the inner magnetosphere increases the ring current
density and has been shown to be an important parameter in the generation of storms (Daglis, 2006). Alternatively, it has been suggested that the intensiﬁcation of upward ﬁeld-aligned currents may also energize the
ring current (Sun & Akasofu, 2000).
The occurrence of a series of multiple substorms is thought to be an eﬀective means of energizing the ring
current (Kamide, 1992), through recurrent heating of plasma originating in the magnetotail. The plasma is
recirculated between the tail and inner magnetosphere as the ﬁeld is alternately stretched during the growth
phase and dipolarized in the expansion phase. This repeatedly accelerates the ions adiabatically by Fermi and
betatron acceleration, resulting in the formation of a high-energy tail in the ion distribution function (Daglis
et al., 1999).
In this study, we examine how the total energy content of the ring current varies during the substorm process, providing insight into the role of substorms in the eﬃciency of energy transport and the occurrence of
geomagnetic storms.

2. Data
This study employs observations obtained from the Van Allen probes (Mauk et al., 2013). This mission composes of two identically instrumented spacecraft, probe A and probe B, which have an orbital conﬁguration
with a perigee of ∼600 km altitude, an apogee of 5.8 RE geocentric radial distance, and an inclination of 10∘ .
The orbital period of the spacecraft is 9 hr, and the precession of the apogee provides sampling of all local
times in less than 2 years. The low inclination spacecraft provides suitable measurements of the ring current
region over all local times.
The Radiation Belt Storm Probes Ion Composition Experiment (RBSPICE) instrument onboard the Van Allen
probes is a time-of-ﬂight versus total energy particle analyzer that is designed to observe the ring current
plasma population (Mitchell et al., 2013) and measures the particle distributions for H+ , O+ , and He+ ions. The
Level 3 data products are used here, which provide omnidirectional particle ﬂux measurements for H+ ions in
the energy range of 50–660 keV, O+ ions in the energy range of 120–990 keV, and He+ ions in the energy range
of 60–980 keV. The energy ranges of the instrument are highly suited to observe the ring current population,
which is dominated by ions with energies of tens to a few hundred keV (Daglis et al., 1999). In this study, we
use the omnidirectional ﬂux measurements from probe A from 2012 to 2017.
Previous work has shown that although protons with energies between 100 and 300 keV are the dominant
contribution to the ring current energy content during quiet times, signiﬁcant ﬂuxes of low energy protons
are present in this region and therefore this population requires consideration (Daglis et al., 1999; Milillo
et al., 2001). Furthermore, O+ ions can provide a substantial contribution at times, particularly during storm
SANDHU ET AL.
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time conditions (Gloeckler et al., 1985; Hamilton et al., 1988; Krimigis et al., 1985; Williams, 1981; Zhao et al.,
2015). Therefore, we have incorporated low energy H+ and O+ observations into this analysis. Measurements
of omnidirectional H+ and O+ ﬂux for the energy range of 1 eV to 50 keV from the Helium Oxygen Proton
Electron (HOPE) instrument of the Radiation Belt Storm Probes-Energetic Particle, Composition, and Thermal
plasma suite (Spence et al., 2013) onboard the Van Allen probes are used (Funsten et al., 2013). Similarly to
the RBSPICE data set, we use the Level 3 data product from probe A from 2012 to 2017. Previous work indicates, through cross-calibrations with other instruments, that the HOPE instrument underestimates particle
ﬂuxes and therefore we multiply all HOPE ﬂuxes by a factor of 3 in this study (Menz et al., 2016; Zhao et al.,
2015). It is noted here that the multiplication factor introduces a possible source of error for the results associated with the HOPE data, as it is later shown in this study that the substorm-associated variations occur on
a smaller scale than the factor of 3 multiplication. However, due to the thorough cross-calibration with other
instruments, the HOPE ﬂuxes remain a reliable measure of the low energy ion ﬂuxes and should not represent
a large source of uncertainty in our statistical results.
To summarize, we use observations from both the HOPE and RBSPICE instruments to provide coverage over
a range of energies. It is highlighted that the energy coverage of O+ is not complete as there are no available
observations provided by the particle instruments onboard the Van Allen probes between 50 and 120 keV.
Therefore, the derived energy content values should be viewed as a lower limit that does not account for
additional contributions from ions outside the energy ranges considered here.

3. Measuring Ring Current Energy Content Using Spacecraft Observations
Geomagnetic ring current indices, speciﬁcally the Dst index and the SYM-H index, suggest a simple and eﬀective route to estimating the total energy contained in the ring current. These indices are derived from ground
magnetometer observations of the global variations in the horizontal ﬁeld close to the magnetic equator. The
stations used are located at latitudes that map to the ring current region (∼25∘ latitude) and cover a range of
local times (Iyemori, 1990; Sugiura & Poros, 1964; Sugiura & Kamei, 1991).
The magnitude of the ﬁeld perturbation can be related to the total energy of the ring current particles using
the Dessler-Parker-Sckopke (DPS) relationship (Dessler & Parker, 1959; Sckopke, 1966). This approach assumes
a dipolar magnetic ﬁeld conﬁguration and that the magnetic ﬁeld depression measured by the Dst or SYM-H
index is solely due to the perturbation associated with the ring current. Due to the near-continuous coverage over a substantial time period of the Dst index and the SYM-H index, the use of the ring current indices
pose an ideal method to measure variations in the ring current over substorms. However, previous work has
shown that other current systems, such as the magnetopause, ground, and tail currents (referring to the definitions of Ganushkina et al., 2015), also contribute to the observed ring current indices (e.g., Alexeev et al.,
1996; Asikainen et al., 2010; Burton et al., 1975; Campbell, 1973, 1996, 2004; Greenspan & Hamilton, 2000;
Liemohn & Kozyra, 2003; Turner et al., 2000; Zhao et al., 2015). Although attempts have been made to account
for additional contributions, such through the use of the corrected Dst* index (Burton et al., 1975) to account
for the magnetopause current system, substorm-associated variations are still not fully understood. In particular, the tail current system has been identiﬁed to be a signiﬁcant contribution to the observed ring current
indices during the various phases of the substorm process (Belova & Maltskv, 1994; Ohtani et al., 2001; Siscoe
& Petschek, 1997; Turner et al., 2000).
Furthermore, analysis of the assumptions made by the DPS has demonstrated additional drawbacks of using
this technique to quantitatively estimate the ring current energy content. In particular, the assumption of
linear magnetic ﬁeld distortions (Hoﬀman & Brachen, 1967; Lackner, 1970; Sozou & Windle, 1969a, 1969b), the
implications of plasma inﬂow from the nightside plasma sheet (McPherron, 2013; Siscoe & Petschek, 1997),
and the eﬀects of a nonzero plasma pressure at the outer boundary of the integration volume (Liemohn, 2003)
have been assessed.
Alternative approaches include the use of energetic neutral atom measurements (Jorgensen et al., 1997), or
as used in this study, estimating the energy content using in situ particle observations of the omnidirectional
particle intensity for a range of energy channels, as used by Gkioulidou et al. (2016). The method employed
by Gkioulidou et al. (2016) is now brieﬂy described, where Figure 1 provides an illustrative example of the
procedure. Figure 1 shows proton data from the RBSPICE instrument onboard Van Allen Probe A for an apogee
pass on 06 February 2016. Figure 1a shows measurements of the omnidirectional ﬂux, j(Ech ), for each energy,
Ech , of the instrument channels.
SANDHU ET AL.

8133

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics

10.1029/2018JA025766

Figure 1. (a) Radiation Belt Storm Probes Ion Composition Experiment/Van Allen observations of omnidirectional proton
ﬂux, j(Ech ), [s−1 ⋅m−2 ⋅ster−1 ⋅eV−1 ] plotted as a function of time (UT) and the instrument energy channels, Ech , [keV]
during an apogee pass on 06 February 2016. Using 5-min time bins, calculations of (b) partial energy density, 𝜀5-min ,
[J⋅m−3 ], (c) volume enclosed by the ﬁeld lines crossed, 𝛿V , [m3 ], and (d) partial energy content, E5-min , [J] are shown. The
total energy content, E , [J] is calculated for L-MLT bins of L bin width 1 and MLT bin width 6 hr and shown in panel (e).
For reference, panel (f ) shows the spacecraft L value, with the pink shaded regions indicating the L bins that the
spacecraft is traversing, during the pass. The MLT of the spacecraft during the pass is also indicated at the bottom of the
ﬁgure. MLT = magnetic local time.

For a given time, the partial energy density, 𝜀, can be calculated from the omnidirectional ion ﬂux, j(Ech ), using
𝜀=

∑

√
2𝜋 2Ech mj(Ech )ΔEch ,

(1)

Ech

where ΔEch is the energy channel bin width and m is the ion mass. Figure 1b shows the partial energy density,
𝜀5-min , calculated using equation (1) and summing over all energy channels, where the values are averaged
into 5-min time bins.
SANDHU ET AL.
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The partial energy density, 𝜀5-min , for a given time bin is then multiplied by the volume of the region, 𝛿V(L), to
provide the partial energy contained within that volume, E5-min . This is expressed as
(
)
E5-min = 𝜀5-min 𝛿V(L) = 𝜀5-min V(Lmax ) − V(Lmin ) .
(2)
The volume is deﬁned as 𝛿V(L) = V(Lmax )−V(Lmin ), where Lmax and Lmin are the maximum and minimum values,
respectively, of the spacecraft within the 5-min time period. The total volume occupied by the magnetic ﬁeld
within an L value, V(L), is
][
[
][
]
24
64𝜋 3 3 Bdip
RE L
V(L) =
(3)
,
105
B
ΔMLT
where RE is an Earth radii (1 Earth Radii = 1RE = 6,372 km). Equation (3) takes a dipolar magnetic ﬁeld model
and scales it by the factor Bdip ∕B , where Bdip is the magnetic ﬁeld strength for a dipolar magnetic ﬁeld model
at the spacecraft position and B is the observed magnetic ﬁeld strength as measured by the Electric and Magnetic Field Instrument Suite and Integrated Science instrument (Kletzing et al., 2013) onboard Van Allen probe
A. This is done to account for the diﬀerence between the observed magnetic ﬁeld and the dipolar magnetic
ﬁeld model and is an attempt to more accurately estimate the volume enclosed by the ﬁeld lines at the given
L value for the time of measurement. This approach was chosen as current empirical magnetospheric magnetic ﬁeld models (e.g., Tsyganenko, 1995, 2002; Tsyganenko & Sitnov, 2005, 2007) are not able to provide an
accurate description of the global magnetic ﬁeld during the active and dynamic substorm times (Nishimura
et al., 2011; Tsyganenko, 2013). Therefore, we use the scaled dipole as there is no suitably accurate alternative. Furthermore, equation (3) includes a magnetic local time (MLT) scaling factor (24 ∕ΔMLT ), which restricts
the volume being considered to a segment of the region conﬁned within the L value. Speciﬁcally, the volume extends only over a deﬁned MLT bin width, ΔMLT, where an MLT bin width of 6 hr is used here. Using
equation (3), the volume of the region sampled by the spacecraft during each 5-min interval, 𝛿L, is estimated
and shown in Figure 1c. It can be seen that 𝛿V has an orbital dependence. Figure 1c shows that the volume
sampled in a 5-min interval is notably smaller when close to apogee, as the spacecraft is traveling slower and
therefore crosses through a smaller range of L.
Using the energy density (𝜀5-min shown in Figure 1b) with the volume estimation (𝛿V shown in Figure 1c),
equation (2) allows the energy contained within the deﬁned region to be estimated for the 5-min sampling
period. Figure 1d shows the calculated energy values for each 5-min time bin, E5-min . As a result of the 𝛿V orbital
dependence, E5-min also possesses an orbital dependence. With decreased spacecraft speed, 𝛿V is lower and
consequently E5-min is also lower (see equation (2). The eﬀect of the orbital dependence is accounted for in
the subsequent step.
In order to estimate the total energy contained within a spatial L-MLT bin for the given data set, E , the energy
values are summed as the spacecraft passes through the range of L values encompassed by the bin. This can
be expressed as
][
[
]
∑
ΔL
E=
E5-min
(4)
,
∑
ΔL 𝛿L
ΔL
where ΔL is a deﬁned L bin width. For the example shown in Figure 1, the energy values, E , for a L bin of width
1 are shown in panel (e). The values are plotted over the time taken to traverse the L bin, where Figure 1f
shows the L values for reference. The scaling factor shown in equation (4) (ΔL ∕∑ΔL 𝛿L ) is included to account
for diﬀerent trajectories through the spatial bin (e.g., for a apogee pass where the spacecraft would traverse
a combined L value larger than the spatial bin width or for a partial pass through a spatial bin). The energy is
divided by a sum over 𝛿L ,the L distance traversed by the spacecraft during each 5-min period. This essentially
provides energy per unit L. The energy is then multiplied by the L bin width, ΔL.
It is noted here that equation (4) accounts for the orbital bias in E5-min . Although E5-min is decreased with
decreased spacecraft speed, the number of 5-min samples obtained during an L-MLT bin traversal is increased.
As a consequence, the resulting energy content value obtained, E , correctly relates to the required volume
extended by the bin.
The advantage of a technique based on spacecraft observations, as opposed to indirect estimates using
ring current indices, is that spatial variations in ring current energy can be explored. Furthermore, the
energy contained by diﬀerent ion species can be assessed through the use of compositional ion intensity
measurements.
SANDHU ET AL.
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Figure 2. (a)–(e) shows the median energy, E , [J] for each L - MLT bin, which is represented by the color and is plotted at
the bin’s location in the L-MLT domain. Each panel corresponds to a diﬀerent ion data set, as labeled. Using the same
format, (f )–(j) shows the corresponding number of spacecraft passes, or equivalently the number of energy values, in
each L - MLT bin. MLT = magnetic local time.

4. Analysis of RBSPICE and HOPE Data
The method described in section 3 is applied to both the RBSPICE and HOPE data sets in order to provide
measurements of the ring current energy. The ring current energy was calculated using an L bin width of 1
and an MLT bin width of 6 hr. By binning the spacecraft passes for L and MLT, the spatial distribution of ring
current energy can be identiﬁed and explored. Figures 2a–2e show the spatial distribution of the median ring
current energy, plotted in the L-MLT domain. Each panel corresponds to a diﬀerent ion data set (1 eV–50 keV
H+ ions, 50–660 keV H+ ions, 1 eV–50 keV O+ ions, 120–990 keV O+ ions, and 60–980 keV He+ ions) as labeled.
The corresponding number of spacecraft passes through each bin are shown in Figures 2f–2j and indicate
good statistical coverage for all bins. The results shown in Figure 2 include all measurements provided by
the full data sets. We note that these typical ring current conditions are expected to be dominated by quiet
periods of activity. In order to estimate the statistical error of the median values shown in Figures 2a–2e, the
standard error of the energy measurements in each L-MLT bin have been calculated. The results are shown
in the supporting information Figure S1 for reference. Overall, the standard error of the median is orders of
magnitudes smaller than the median values, and it can be assumed that the median values are suﬃciently
representative of the ring current.
Figures 2a–2e show that the majority of the ring current energy is contributed by the 50–660 keV protons.
Variations in the energy content with local time are also apparent, where values are peaked in the 18–24 MLT
sector for all ion data sets. We note that the energies calculated for L-MLT bins at higher L values (e.g., comparing energies at L ∼ 6 to L ∼ 4) show higher energy values. This is a result of the varying bin volume.
The volume enclosed by a L-MLT bin with increasing L would also increase because the MLT bin width is kept
constant. This restricts any analysis of how energy varies with L, but the variations with MLT can be assessed.
In order to estimate the total energy contributed for each ion data set, the median energies are summed over
all L - MLT bins. This is computed for the mean energies as well. To understand the spread of the values, the
lower quartiles and upper quartiles are also summed over all bins. The results are shown in Figure 3, where the
blue line corresponds to the median energy value, the blue diamond corresponds to the mean energy value,
SANDHU ET AL.
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and the light blue shaded region corresponds to the extent of the lower
quartile to upper quartile values. Similarly to Figure 2, the energies are
shown for each ion data set.

Figure 3. The sum of median energy, E , [J] values over all L-magnetic local
time bins for each ion data set, as labeled, are shown by the blue solid lines.
The sum of the mean values is indicated by the blue diamonds. The
corresponding sum of the lower quartile values and upper quartile values
over the L-magnetic local time bins are represented by the lower and upper
limits of the blue shaded regions.

As identiﬁed from Figure 2, Figure 3 also demonstrates that the
50–660 keV protons are the dominant contribution to the ring current.
This result is in good agreement with previous studies, where Krimigis et al.
(1985) reported that the protons within the energy range of ∼100–300 keV
represent the main contributor to the total ring current energy. Figure 2
also provides an insight into the distribution of the energy values, where
the 50–660 keV protons show an approximately coincident mean and
median energy value, typical of a normally shaped distribution. In contrast, the other data sets demonstrate a skewed energy distribution toward
higher energies.

The global energy content of the average ring current can be estimated
from the values shown in Figure 3 by summing the median values over all
ion data sets. This provides a typical energy content of 5.0 × 1014 J for the ring current. This value ﬁts in well
with previous observations of the energy content (Gkioulidou et al., 2016) and provides a reliable estimate of
the average energy content of the ring current.
4.1. Dependency on Substorm Phase
To examine how the energy content of the ring current varies during a substorm, the spatial distributions
shown in Figure 2 are binned for substorm phase. In order to determine the phase of a substorm that a given
measurement corresponds to, the Substorm Onsets and Phases from Indices of the Electrojet (SOPHIE) technique (Forsyth et al., 2015) is applied to the SuperMAG AL index (Gjerloev, 2012; Newell & Gjerloev, 2011),
using an expansion percentile threshold of 75. This technique involves evaluating the rate of change of the
SuperMAG AL index with 1-min time resolution. A negative rate of change below the threshold is identiﬁed
as an expansion phase and a positive rate of change above the threshold is identiﬁed as a recovery phase. All
other times are identiﬁed as growth phases. For full details on the SOPHIE technique, the reader is referred
to Forsyth et al. (2015). For the data sets used in this study, the SOPHIE technique identiﬁes 8,142 substorm
events during the time period considered. Unique sampling of 5,099 growth phases, 5,833 expansion phases,
and 6,214 recovery phases are provided. The corresponding median (mean) phase durations are 90 (211), 21
(26), and 36 (44) min for the growth phase, expansion phase, and recovery phase, respectively. These typical
phase durations are in good agreement with the expected values (Forsyth et al., 2015).
It is noted here that we consider an average over all measurements within a given substorm phase and
independent of storm time conditions. Although it is well established that the ring current demonstrates signiﬁcant dependences on storm activity, in order to isolate and examine substorm-associated variations we
only consider comparisons with substorm phase. Therefore, this analysis is independent of storm time and
the results correspond to an average over both quiet time and storm time substorms. However, future work
will aim to explore the substorm contributions to the ring current in further detail by assessing dependences
on storm time conditions.

The energy values are binned for growth phase, expansion phase, and recovery phase, and the resulting distributions are shown in Figure 4. Figures 4a–4e show the median energy values for each L-MLT bin in the
magnetic equatorial plane during the growth phase for each ion data set, as labeled. In the same format,
Figures 4f–4j and Figures 4k–4o show the median energy values for the expansion phase and recovery phase,
respectively.
Initial visual inspections indicate an increase in energy content after substorm onset for all ion data sets, with
the most signiﬁcant change occurring between the growth phase and the expansion phase rather than the
expansion phase and the recovery phase. To provide an indication of the statistical signiﬁcance of the energies
shown in Figure 4, the reader is referred to Figure S2, where the corresponding number of spacecraft passes
through each spatial bin are shown. It can be seen that there are a suﬃciently large number of energy samples
for each spatial bin in a given substorm phase (typically ∼ 102 ) for reliable statistics.
In order to assess how the energy varies with substorm phase the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is utilized. The
distribution of energy values in a given L-MLT bin and for a given ion data set are compared for two diﬀerent
SANDHU ET AL.
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Figure 4. Median energy, E , [J] for each L-magnetic local time bin is plotted at the bin’s location in the L-magnetic local
time domain for each ion data set, as labeled. Observations are binned for substorm phase, showing values during the
growth phase (a)–(e), expansion phase (f )–(j), and recovery phase (k)–(o). Substorm phases are identiﬁed according to
the Substorm Onsets and Phases from Indices of the Electrojet algorithm (Forsyth et al., 2015).

phases. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is applied to obtain a p value, representing how similar the two distributions are, and the results are shown in Figure 5. Figures 5a–5e compare the growth phase and the expansion
phase, Figures 5f–5j compare the expansion phase and the recovery phase, and Figures 5k–5o compare the
growth phase and the recovery phase. Values lower than a typically deﬁned threshold of 0.01 suggest that the
means of the energy distribution are statistically diﬀerent and that a statistically signiﬁcant change in energy
is present for the diﬀerent substorm phases. We note that although the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is presented
here, the use of alternative statistical tests (e.g., the Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon test or the Student’s T test) do
not alter the results. We have opted to use the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test in this analysis as it is distribution
free, and therefore does not require any prior assumptions about the distribution of energy values to be made.
Figure 5 shows that the lowest p values are generally present in the comparison of the expansion phase to
the growth phase, as well as the recovery phase compared to the growth phase. In contrast, relatively high
values above the 0.01 threshold are observed for all L-MLT sectors and all ion data sets when comparing the
recovery phase to the expansion phase. This suggests that there is a signiﬁcant change in energy from the
growth phase to the expansion phase, followed by no signiﬁcant change from the expansion phase to the
recovery phase. The energy in the recovery phase remains statistically diﬀerent to the original growth phase
energy distributions.
Figure 5 also demonstrates L-MLT variations, with p values having the lowest values in the 18–24 MLT sector.
This shows that the most signiﬁcant changes occur in the dusk-midnight sector. Furthermore, the lowest p
values are observed for the low energy H+ ions and the O+ ions, compared to the other ion data sets. The
processes that may drive these observations are discussed later.
For L-MLT bins that were identiﬁed to have statistically signiﬁcant diﬀerences in mean energies between two
substorm phases (p < 0.01), the diﬀerence in the mean energies are shown in Figure 6. The color scale is such
that increases in energy with substorm phase are colored red, and decreases in energy are colored blue. If
a given bin does not have statistically diﬀerent mean energy values (i.e., p ≥ 0.01), the bin is not plotted in
Figure 6. Figure 6 clearly demonstrates the location, as well as the magnitude of, increases and decreases in
average energy in L - MLT space over the course of a substorm, for all ion sets considered here.
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Figure 5. Energy distributions in each L-magnetic local time bin are compared for diﬀerent substorm phases using the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. The p value of the test is plotted for each L-magnetic local time bin, and results are shown for
each ion data set. The comparison between growth and expansion phase (a)–(e), expansion and recovery phase (f )–(j),
and growth and recovery phase (k)–(o) is shown.

Figure 6 shows that the average energy is increased over almost all L-MLT bins over all ion data sets for the
expansion phase compared to the growth phase. The magnitude of the increase is largest in the 18–24 MLT
sector and tends to increase with increasing L value for this MLT sector.
The diﬀerent ion data sets indicate diﬀerences in the local time distribution, when comparing the expansion phase to the growth phase (Figures 6a–6e). Whereas the high-energy protons show enhancements in
the energy content restricted to the midnight to noon MLT sectors (Figure 6b), the other ion data sets show
enhancements in energy observed across all local time sectors. For the other ion data sets, no decreases in
the energy content are observed for any of the L-MLT bins.
Figures 6f–6j show that there is no statistically signiﬁcant change in the energy content between the
expansion phase and recovery phase distributions, as no values have been plotted. Correspondingly, the
general features of the L-MLT distributions for a given data set appear to diﬀer little between the expansion
phase and recovery phase, when compared to the growth phase distribution (comparing Figures 6a–6d to
Figure 6k–6o).
Using the median energies shown in Figure 4, the global energy content of the ring current for each substorm
phase and each ion data set can be estimated by summing over all L-MLT bins, as done for the average ring
current values (see Figure 3). The results are shown in Figures 7a–7e, where each panel corresponds to a diﬀerent ion data set, as labeled. For each panel, the sum of the median values over all L-MLT bins are shown as the
purple lines for each substorm phase, and corresponding sum of the mean values are indicated by the purple
diamonds. The lower limit of the light purple shaded region represents the sum of the lower quartile values
and the upper limit of the light purple shaded region corresponds to the upper quartile values. Changes in the
global median energy content for each data set with substorm phase are apparent. Comparing the growth
phase to the expansion phase demonstrates an increase in the average global energy content by more than
50% for given ion data sets. Speciﬁcally, Figure 7a shows that the low energy H+ ion contribution increases
from 9 × 1013 to 1.4 × 1014 J over substorm onset. This is also true of the low energy O+ increasing from
3 × 1013 to 4 × 1013 J (Figure 7c) and the high-energy O+ increasing from 2 × 1012 to 3 × 1012 J (Figure 7d). Relatively modest increases are observed in the global energy content for the high-energy H+ , where an increase
from 3.6 × 1014 to 3.8 × 1014 J occurs over onset (Figure 7b) and for He+ , showing an increase from 6 × 1012
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Figure 6. In the same format as Figure 5, the diﬀerence in mean energy, Δ<E>, [J] for a given L-magnetic local time bin
between two substorm phases is plotted, considering each ion data set separately. Note that the value is only plotted if
the corresponding p value for the bin is less than 0.01. The color scale is such that red indicates an increase in energy
with phase and blue indicates a decrease in energy.

to 8 × 1012 J (Figure 7e). This demonstrates a clear dependency on ion species and ion energy for the substorm energization of the ring current. It is also noted that the shape of the energy distribution appears to
remain relatively constant across the substorm process. As the ring current will include the contributions for
all ions over all energies, the global energy content of the ring current can be estimated by summing the values shown in Figures 7a–7e over all ion data sets, and the results are shown in Figure 7f in the same format
as the other panels. For comparison, the blue dashed line indicates the total median energy summed over all
ion data sets for the total data set prior to substorm phase binning (corresponding to Figure 3), representing
the average global energy content for typical magnetospheric conditions. The corresponding mean value is
also included and is shown by the blue diamonds.
As identiﬁed previously, an increase in the ring current energy content is observed for the expansion phase
compared to the growth phase for all ion data sets (Figures 7a–7e). The energy content remains enhanced
in the recovery phase. The shaded region indicates the estimated upper and lower quartiles of the energy
content, with Figures 7a–7e demonstrating a large spread in values relative to the energy change following
substorm onset. By summing over all ion data sets, the total energy content of the ring current for each substorm phase is estimated and the results are shown in Figure 7f. For context, the blue dashed line shows the
total energy content calculated from the full data set over all conditions, therefore representing typical magnetospheric conditions and the average energy of the ring current. Figure 7f shows that the growth phase
value and the average value (blue dashed line) are in very close agreement, as expected. The increase in total
energy content from the growth phase to the expansion phase is calculated as 0.9 × 1014 J.

5. Discussion
5.1. Average Energy Content of the Ring Current
The analysis presented here has identiﬁed some key features of the typical ring current based on an average of ion measurements between 2012 and 2017. In good agreement with previous results (e.g., Krimigis
et al., 1985), the main contributor to the ring current energy content is protons within the energy range of
∼50–660 keV, as shown by Figures 2a–2e and 3. The energy content of the high-energy protons represents
approximately 73% of the total energy content. In addition, local time variations in the energy content are
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Figure 7. The purple lines in (a)–(e) show the sum of the median energies, E , [J] over all L-MLT bins for each substorm
phase (growth, expansion, and recovery), where each panel corresponds to a diﬀerent ion data set. The sum of the mean
energies are shown by the purple diamonds. The sum of the lower quartile values and the upper quartile values over all
L-MLT bins are represented by the lower and upper limits of the light purple shaded regions. (f ) shows the sum over all
ion data sets for each substorm phase, equivalent to the sum of the values shown in (a)–(e), where the purple lines
correspond to the median values, the purple diamonds correspond to the mean values, and the light purple shaded
regions correspond to the extent of the lower quartile to the upper quartile values. The total energy value summed over
all L-MLT and all ion data sets for all times, corresponding to values shown in Figure 3, is indicated by the blue dashed
line. The mean value from the data shown in Figure 3 is also shown by the blue diamonds. MLT = magnetic local time.

apparent from Figures 2a–2e, where values are peaked in the premidnight MLT sector for all ions and energy
ranges considered here. This distribution is consistent with the westward drift of positively charged particles. As particles are convected into the ring current region from the nightside plasma sheet, they will drift
into the dusk-midnight sector, so the density will be the greatest in this region. Loss processes, due to convection of ions on open drift paths to the dayside magnetopause (Liemohn et al., 1999, 2001; S. Takahashi
et al., 1990), charge exchange (Dessler & Parker, 1959; Fok et al., 1995; Jordanova et al., 1996; Stuart, 1959),
and wave-particle interactions (Cornwall, 1965; Russell et al., 1970; Southwood et al., 1969), act to increasingly
reduce the density in the succeeding sectors moving clockwise in MLT.
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Based on an average of energy content measurements over the full data set, the typical ring current energy is
estimated as 5.0 × 1014 J. This measurement is based on a period spanning 2012–2017, and correspondingly
is representative of the magnetospheric conditions around the maximum of the solar cycle. As the occurrence
of storms and level of geomagnetic activity are known to vary with solar cycle (Gonzalez et al., 1990; Legrand &
Simon, 1991; Sugiura, 1980), the estimated average energy content is also expected to vary. The dependence
of the average energy content on solar cycle is an area of future analysis.
By applying the average energy content (5.0×1014 J) to the DPS relationship, we estimate that the ring current
typically provides a magnetic ﬁeld perturbation of −12.4 nT. This value is in good agreement with observed
values of the Dst index. Speciﬁcally, O’Brien and McPherron (2000) observed a quiet time Dst index value of
−11 nT on average, and we have calculated the mean SYM-H index value during the time period spanned by
the data set used here as −12 nT.
5.2. How Does the Ring Current Energy Content Vary With Substorm Phase?
This study also explores how the energy content varies, on average, with substorm phase. As identiﬁed in the
previous section, the energy content shows several diﬀerences in spatial distribution and magnitude with
substorm phase, and the implications of these variations will now be discussed. Figures 4 and 6a–6e show
that, for all ion data sets, the energy content is increased following substorm onset. The increase in energy is
observed to be the largest in the 18–24 MLT sector. This observed feature supports the process of ion injection at substorm onset from the magnetotail, where the ions then drift duskward (Lopez et al., 1990; Mauk &
McIlwain, 1974; McIlwain, 1974; Reeves et al., 1990). Furthermore, a larger increase is observed in the premidnight sector compared to the postmidnight sector. This is in agreement with previous work that has shown
substorm injections of ions have an asymmetric occurrence distribution, such that they are more likely to
occur in the premidnight MLT sector compared to the postmidnight MLT sector (Birn et al., 1997; Gabrielse
et al., 2014; Sarris et al., 1976; Thomsen et al., 2001).
Investigating the local time dependence further provides additional features of interest. Figure 6b shows that
the high-energy protons are enhanced for the premidnight sector and the afternoon sector, however, the
enhancement does not extend into the following local times. Comparing the drift time of a proton in the
high-energy range (∼20 min, Schulz & Lanzerotti, 1974) with the mean expansion phase duration (21 min,
Forsyth et al., 2015), it would be expected that the injected high-energy protons have drifted across all MLT
sectors, and therefore, the energy content is increased across all local times. The lack of an enhancement in
the morning and postmidnight MLT sectors suggests a loss of ions with energies within 50–660 keV before a
full drift period has been completed. In contrast, the low energy protons demonstrate an increase in energy
over all MLT (Figure 6a). These low energy protons will have a longer drift period (∼6 hr, Schulz & Lanzerotti,
1974) compared to the high-energy protons, so it is not expected that injected ions in the energy range will
drift across all MLT sectors within the expansion phase. It can be inferred that the increase in energy content
is therefore due to the transfer of ﬂux in the high-energy band to the low energy band as the protons lose
energy over their drift path.
The possible cause of energy loss for a drifting proton can be wave-particle interactions, in particular
drift-bounce resonance. The substorm-injected westward drifting ion population can act as a source of energy
for the excitation of plasma waves due to nonequilibrium phase space particle distributions. In particular,
drift-bounce resonance of protons can drive high-m Pc5 pulsations (James et al., 2013; Southwood, 1976; K.
Takahashi et al., 1985; Woch et al., 1990; Yeoman & Wright, 2001), which has been previously observed to occur
predominantly in the afternoon MLT sector (Anderson et al., 1990; Woch et al., 1990). The transfer of energy
from the proton population to the waves would result in a decrease in the ﬂux of particles in the high-energy
range and increase in ﬂux for the lower energy range. Furthermore, resonances with Electromagnetic Ion
Cyclotron (EMIC) waves would also act to de-energize the protons. EMIC wave generation is associated with
thermally anisotropic ion populations and can maximize in regions where energetic and cold dense plasma
populations overlap (Mauk & McPherron, 1980; Morley et al., 2009). Studies have observed EMIC wave excitation in the H-band to occur most frequently in the afternoon sector and close to the magnetic equator,
where hot westward drifting ring current particles injected from the nightside plasma sheet and cold plasmaspheric populations coexist (Allen et al., 2015; Clausen et al., 2011; Cornwall, 1965; Erlandson & Ukhorskiy, 2001;
Keika, Takahashi, et al., 2013; Remya et al., 2018). Through cyclotron resonant interactions with EMIC waves,
injected high-energy protons could be eﬀectively de-energized during their drift trajectory in the noon-dusk
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MLT sector, such that ﬂux is transferred from the high-energy band to the low energy band and resulting in
the observed features shown in Figures 6a and 6b.
A change in drift trajectories could also produce the observed changes in energy content for the high-energy
protons (Figure 6b). For a particle injected from the nightside plasma sheet, the trajectory extends to higher
L values for increased particle energy and the number of protons on open drift paths is increased (Cowley &
Ashour-Abdalla, 1976; Ozeke & Mann, 2001). Therefore, particles with higher energies are lost to the magnetopause and would not populate the local time sectors westward of 12 MLT. At substorm onset, the energy
distribution of protons within the 50–660 keV band may have changed, such that there are more higher
energy particles. This change would act to increase the number of protons that are located on open drift paths
and are subsequently lost to the magnetopause. Future analysis will examine the variation in energy distributions for protons during the substorm process, hence providing insight into how the drift trajectories of the
protons change.
Alternatively, the movement of the magnetopause to lower radial distances could contribute to the decrease
in ﬂux for the high-energy protons through increasing the number of open drift trajectories. Based on a review
of previous literature, it has not been clearly established as to how the magnetopause location varies following
substorm onset. Although previous work has identiﬁed that the occurrence of southward directed IMF during
the substorm growth phase results in the inward motion of the magnetopause (Aubry et al., 1970; Meng,
1970), the response of the magnetopause position following substorm onset in the expansion phase has not
been directly examined by previous studies. If the magnetopause continues to move to lower radial distances
on the dayside, the magnetopause could intersect particle trajectories that were previously on closed drift
paths, and increased loss of ring current particles to the magnetopause could occur. Previous studies have
shown that, on average, substorms are associated with continued southward directed IMF after onset, which
is expected to result in continued erosion of the dayside magnetopause (Forsyth et al., 2015; Milan et al., 2009;
Suvorova et al., 1999; Walach & Milan, 2015). However, the variation in magnetopause position is not fully
understood and requires further analysis in order to establish the role of magnetopause movements in the
loss of ring current ions.
Unlike the high-energy protons, enhancements in energy content across all local times are observed for the
O+ and He+ ions (Figures 6c–6e). The heavy ions have longer lifetimes than H+ ions (Smith et al., 1981), and
therefore, can complete several drift periods before being energized. However, a decrease in the magnitude
of the energy enhancement is observed for both the O+ ions and He+ ions, comparing the dusk-midnight MLT
sector to the noon-dusk MLT sector. This suggests a decrease in the ﬂux of these ions within their respective
energy bands, as they drift westward from the nightside injection region. Similarly to the proton cyclotron resonance described previously, ion cyclotron resonance can also drive EMIC waves in the He-band and O-band,
with occurrence peaking in the afternoon MLT sector (Keika, Kistler, et al., 2013; Min et al., 2012; Yu et al.,
2015). The EMIC wave interaction allows for a transfer of energy from the He+ and O+ ions, thus resulting in a
decrease of energetic ion ﬂux as they drift westward through the afternoon MLT sector.
The global variation in energy content is shown by Figure 7, which presents several features of interest. By
summing over all ion contributions, the increase in total energy content of the ring current is estimated as
0.9 × 1014 J. This is an increase of ∼19% of the average energy content in the growth phase. Compared to the
typical 1015 J of energy released in a substorm (Tanskanen et al., 2002), the increase in ring current energy
accounts for approximately 9% of the total substorm energy budget. This provides a statistical quantiﬁcation
of the substorm energy input to the ring current, with the results showing a nonnegligible input.
The analysis presented here has estimated the global energy content of the ring current as contributed by the
ion populations. Although the contribution of electrons is expected to be insigniﬁcant due to their negligible
energy density compared to ions (Baumjohann, 1993), Liu et al. (2005) suggested that the contribution of
electrons may be important during storm time conditions. However, this is not expected to notably impact
the results shown here.
It is also noteworthy to compare the increase in energy for the expansion phase compared to the growth
phase for the diﬀerent ion data sets. Although the majority of the ring current energy is contributed by
the high-energy protons (Figures 4 and 7), the change in energy is signiﬁcant for the heavy ions. It can be
seen from Figures 4 and 7 that the energy content increases by ∼100% for the O+ ions, in comparison to a
more modest relative increase for the high-energy protons. This result is in agreement with multiple previous
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studies (Balsiger et al., 1980; Daglis et al., 1993; Daglis & Axford, 1996; Fu et al., 2002; Hall et al., 1998; Kistler et al.,
1990; Lennartsson et al., 1985; Sandhu et al., 2016; Young et al., 1982), where enhanced heavy ion outﬂows
at high latitudes result in an increase in the heavy ion concentration in the tail plasma sheet. Consequently,
the plasma injected into the inner magnetosphere has a relatively increased concentration of O+ , and significantly increases the ﬂux of heavy ions in the ring current. Furthermore, Keika, Kistler, et al. (2013) showed
that impulsive electric ﬁelds act to accelerate heavy ions more eﬀectively compared to light ions, due to their
larger gyroperiod allowing for more eﬀective adiabatic heating.
Overall, it has been shown that there is a statistically signiﬁcant increase in the ring current energy content
during the substorm process. However, there are some implications to averaging over the multiple substorms identiﬁed by the SOPHIE algorithm. Previous work has shown that substorms are a highly variable
phenomenon, with not all substorms being observed to be associated with an injection of energetic particles
into the ring current (Abel et al., 2006; Boakes et al., 2009, 2011). In particular, Boakes et al. (2011) observed
that substorms are associated with varied injection signatures, with only 33% of substorm events associated
with a classical injection signature at geosynchronous orbit. This suggests that not all substorms will drive
an injection of energized plasma into the inner magnetosphere, and therefore, not all substorms will drive
enhancements in the ring current energy content. Furthermore, this analysis does not diﬀerentiate between
isolated substorms compared to sequences of closely spaced substorms. The approach also combines substorms during both storm times and nonstorm times. Consequently, the increase in energy demonstrated in
Figure 7 represents an increase at substorm onset averaged over varied ring current conditions and responses.
Future work will aim to understand how the energy input into the ring current during a substorm varies, in the
context of previous ﬁndings by Wang et al. (2003) and Boakes et al. (2011) who showed that the occurrence
and strength of a substorm-associated injection is dependent on the solar wind driving conditions.

6. Summary and Conclusions
To conclude, this study has used RBSPICE and HOPE measurements combined with a substorm event list identiﬁed by the SOPHIE technique to conduct a statistical analysis of how the ring current energy content varies
with substorm phase. During the substorm process, a statistically signiﬁcant enhancement in the ring current
energy is observed following substorm onset in the expansion phase, with the energy enhancement persisting into the recovery phase. The median energy input into the ring current is estimated as ∼0.9 × 1014 J, which
represents ∼9% of the average energy released in a substorm.
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It has also been observed that the energy content of the ring varies strongly with local time, with the largest
energy content contained within the dusk-midnight MLT sector. Following substorm onset, the magnitude of
the increase in energy is greatest in the premidnight MLT sector, extending westward, with features indicative of a substorm-associated injection of energetic ions convected from the tail plasma sheet. Furthermore,
a consideration of the expected gradient-curvature drift periods of the ions, as well as a comparison of the
diﬀerent ion sets, suggest a loss of energetic plasma through wave-particle interactions in the afternoon
MLT sector.
A strong relative enhancement in energy content for the O+ ions following substorm onset was observed.
This is expected to result from enhanced heavy ion outﬂows from the ionosphere, increasing the heavy ion
concentration of the plasma sheet, and therefore contributing to O+ -rich plasma injections into the ring current region. This is a noteworthy result, in support of substorms being an important factor in producing the
O+ -rich ring current associated with storm conditions (C:son Brandt et al., 2003; Daglis, 1997; Fu et al., 2002;
Hamilton et al., 1988; Mitchell et al., 2003; Ohtani et al., 2005).
Overall, an investigation of the ring current energy has shown that the substorm process contributes a nonnegligible amount of energy following substorm onset. Understanding the sources of variability in the ring
current enhancement is an area of future work, and will provide an insight into how the substorm process is
coupled to the ring current properties.

References
Abel, G. A., Freeman, M. P., Smith, A. J., & Reeves, G. D. (2006). Association of substorm chorus events with drift echoes. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 111, A11220. https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JA011860
Akasofu, S.-T. (1968). The growth of the storm-time radiation belt and the magnetospheric substorm. Geophysical Journal of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 15(1-2), 7–21. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1968.tb05741.x.

8144

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics

10.1029/2018JA025766

Alexeev, I. I., Belenkaya, E. S., Kalegaev, V. V., Feldstein, Y. I., & Grafe, A. (1996). Magnetic storms and magnetotail currents. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 101(A4), 7737–7748. https://doi.org/10.1029/95JA03509
Allen, R. C., Zhang, J.-C., Kistler, L. M., Spence, H. E., Lin, R.-L., Klecker, B., et al. (2015). A statistical study of EMIC waves observed by cluster: 1.
Wave properties. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 120, 5574–5592. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021333
Anderson, B. J., Engebretson, M. J., Rounds, S. P., Zanetti, L. J., & Potemra, T. A. (1990). A statistical study of Pc 3-5 pulsations observed
by the AMPTE/CCE magnetic ﬁelds experiment, 1. Occurrence distributions. Journal of Geophysical Research, 95(A7), 10,495–10,523.
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA095iA07p10495
Asikainen, T., Maliniemi, V., & Mursula, K. (2010). Modeling the contributions of ring, tail, and magnetopause currents to the corrected Dst
index. Journal of Geophysical Research, 115, A12203. https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JA015774
Aubry, M. P., Russell, C. T., & Kivelson, M. G. (1970). Inward motion of the magnetopause before a substorm. Journal of Geophysical Research,
75(34), 7018. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA075i034p07018
Baker, D. N., Pulkkinen, T. I., Angelopoulos, V., Baumjohann, W., & McPherron, R. L. (1996). Neutral line model of substorms: Past results and
present view. Journal of Geophysical Research, 101(A6), 12,975–13,010. https://doi.org/10.1029/95JA03753
Balsiger, H., Eberhardt, P., Geiss, J., & Young, D. (1980). Magnetic storm injection of 0.9- to 16-keV/e solar and terrestrial ions into the
high-altitude magnetosphere. Journal of Geophysical Research, 85(A4), 1645–1662. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA085iA04p01645
Baumjohann, W. (1993). The near-Earth plasma sheet: An AMPTE/IRM perspective. Space Science Reviews, 64(1), 141–163.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00819660
Belova, E. G., & Maltskv, Y. P. (1994). Supplementary sources of geomagnetic depression during the geomagnetic storm of 8–9 February
1986. Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial Physics, 56, 1011–1015. https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9169(94)90160-0
Birn, J., Thomsen, M. F., Borovsky, J. E., Reeves, G. D., McComas, D. J., & Belian, R. D. (1997). Characteristic plasma properties
during dispersionless substorm injections at geosynchronous orbit. Journal of Geophysical Research, 102(A2), 2309–2324.
https://doi.org/10.1029/96JA02870
Boakes, P. D., Milan, S. E., Abel, G. A., Freeman, M. P., Chisham, G., & Hubert, B. (2009). A statistical study of the open magnetic ﬂux content of
the magnetosphere at the time of substorm onset. Geophysical Research Letters, 36, L04105. https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL037059
Boakes, P. D., Milan, S. E., Abel, G. A., Freeman, M. P., Chisham, G., & Hubert, B. (2011). A superposed epoch investigation of the relation
between magnetospheric solar wind driving and substorm dynamics with geosynchronous particle injection signatures. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 116, A01214. https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JA016007
Burton, R. K., McPherron, R. L., & Russell, C. T. (1975). An empirical relationship between interplanetary conditions and Dst. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 80(31), 4204–4214. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA080i031p04204
C:son Brandt, P., Mitchell, D. G., Ohtani, S., Demajistre, R., Roelof, E. C., Jahn, J.-M., et al. (2003). Storm-substorm relationships during the 4
October, 2000 storm. IMAGE global ENA imaging results. In A. Surjalal Sharma, et al. (Eds.), Disturbances in geospace: The storm-substorm
relationship, Geophysical Monograph Series (Vol. 142, pp. 103). Washington, DC. https://doi.org/10.1029/142GM10
Campbell, W. (1973). The ﬁeld levels near midnight at low and equatorial geomagnetic stations. Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial
Physics, 35(6), 1127–1146. https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9169(73)90010-X
Campbell, W. H. (1996). Dst is not a pure ring-current index. Eos Transactions American Geophysical Union, 77(30), 283–285.
https://doi.org/10.1029/96EO00204
Campbell, W. H. (2004). Failure of Dst index ﬁelds to represent a ring current. Space Weather, 2, S08002.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003SW000041
Clausen, L. B. N., Baker, J. B. H., Ruohoniemi, J. M., & Singer, H. J. (2011). EMIC waves observed at geosynchronous orbit during solar
minimum: Statistics and excitation. Journal of Geophysical Research, 116, A10205. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JA016823
Cornwall, J. M. (1965). Cyclotron instabilities and electromagnetic emission in the ultra low frequency and very low frequency ranges.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 70(1), 61–69. https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ070i001p00061
Cowley, S., & Ashour-Abdalla, M. (1976). Adiabatic plasma convection in a dipole ﬁeld: Proton forbidden-zone eﬀects for a simple electric
ﬁeld model. Planetary and Space Science, 24(9), 821–833. https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(76)90072-6
Daglis, I. A. (1997). The role of magnetosphere-ionosphere coupling in magnetic storm dynamics. In B. T. Tsurutani, et al. (Eds.), Geophysical
Monograph Series (Vol. 98, pp. 107–116). Washington, DC: American Geophysical Union. https://doi.org/10.1029/GM098p0107
Daglis, I. A. (2006). Ring current dynamics. Space Science Reviews, 124, 183–202. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-006-9104-z
Daglis, I. A., & Axford, W. I. (1996). Fast ionospheric response to enhanced activity in geospace: Ion feeding of the inner magnetotail. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 101(A3), 5047–5065. https://doi.org/10.1029/95JA02592
Daglis, I. A., Delcourt, D., Metallinou, F.-A., & Kamide, Y. (2004). Particle acceleration in the frame of the storm substorm relation. IEEE
Transactions on Plasma Science, 32, 1449–1454. https://doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2004.831736
Daglis, I. A., Livi, S., Sarris, E. T., & Wilken, B. (1994). Energy density of ionospheric and solar wind origin ions in the near-Earth magnetotail
during substorms. Journal of Geophysical Research, 99(A4), 5691–5703. https://doi.org/10.1029/93JA02772
Daglis, I. A., Sarris, E. T., & Wilken, B. (1993). AMPTE/CCE CHEM observations of the energetic ion population at geosynchronous altitudes.
Annales Geophysicae, 11, 685–696.
Daglis, I. A., Thorne, R. M., Baumjohann, W., & Orsini, S. (1999). The terrestrial ring current: Origin, formation, and decay. Reviews of
Geophysics, 37(4), 407–438. https://doi.org/10.1029/1999RG900009
Delcourt, D. C. (2002). Particle acceleration by inductive electric ﬁelds in the inner magnetosphere. Journal of Atmospheric and
Solar-Terrestrial Physics, 64, 551–559. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6826(02)00012-3
Dessler, A. J., & Parker, E. N. (1959). Hydromagnetic theory of geomagnetic storms. Journal of Geophysical Research, 64(12), 2239–2252.
https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ064i012p02239
Erlandson, R. E., & Ukhorskiy, A. J. (2001). Observations of electromagnetic ion cyclotron waves during geomagnetic storms: Wave
occurrence and pitch angle scattering. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(A3), 3883–3895. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA000083
Fok, M.-C., Moore, T. E., & Delcourt, D. C. (1999). Modeling of inner plasma sheet and ring current during substorms. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 104(A7), 14,557–14,570. https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JA900014
Fok, M.-C., Moore, T. E., Kozyra, J. U., Ho, G. C., & Hamilton, D. C. (1995). Three-dimensional ring current decay model. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 100(A6), 9619–9632. https://doi.org/10.1029/94JA03029
Forsyth, C., Rae, I. J., Coxon, J. C., Freeman, M. P., Jackman, C. M., Gjerloev, J., et al. (2015). A new technique for determining Substorm
Onsets and Phases from Indices of the Electrojet (SOPHIE). Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 120, 10,592–10,606.
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021343
Forsyth, C., Watt, C. E. J., Rae, I. J., Fazakerley, A. N., Kalmoni, N. M. E., Freeman, M. P., et al. (2014). Increases in plasma sheet temperature with
solar wind driving during substorm growth phases. Geophysical Research Letters, 41, 8713–8721. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014GL062400

SANDHU ET AL.

8145

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics

10.1029/2018JA025766

Fu, S. Y., Zong, Q. G., Fritz, T. A., Pu, Z. Y., & Wilken, B. (2002). Composition signatures in ion injections and its dependence on geomagnetic
conditions. Journal of Geophysical Research, 107(A10), 1299. https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA002006
Funsten, H. O., Skoug, R. M., Guthrie, A. A., MacDonald, E. A., Baldonado, J. R., Harper, R. W., et al. (2013). Helium, Oxygen, Proton,
and Electron (HOPE) mass spectrometer for the radiation belt storm probes mission. Space Science Reviews, 179(1), 423–484.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-9968-7
Gabrielse, C., Angelopoulos, V., Runov, A., & Turner, D. L. (2014). Statistical characteristics of particle injections throughout the equatorial
magnetotail. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 119, 2512–2535. https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JA019638
Ganushkina, N. Y., Liemohn, M. W., Dubyagin, S., Daglis, I. A., Dandouras, I., De Zeeuw, D. L., et al. (2015). Deﬁning and resolving current
systems in geospace. Annales Geophysicae, 33(11), 1369–1402. https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-33-1369-2015
Ganushkina, N. Y., Pulkkinen, T. I., & Fritz, T. (2005). Role of substorm-associated impulsive electric ﬁelds in the ring current development
during storms. Annales Geophysicae, 23(2), 579–591. https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-23-579-2005
Gjerloev, J. W. (2012). The SuperMAG data processing technique. Journal of Geophysical Research, 117, A09213.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JA017683
Gkioulidou, M., Ukhorskiy, A. Y., Mitchell, D. G., & Lanzerotti, L. J. (2016). Storm time dynamics of ring current protons: Implications
for the long-term energy budget in the inner magnetosphere. Geophysical Research Letters, 43, 4736–4744.
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL068013
Gloeckler, G., Wilken, B., Stüdemann, W., Ipavich, F. M., Hovestadt, D., Hamilton, D. C., & Kremser, G. (1985). First composition measurement
of the bulk of the storm-time ring current (1 to 300 keV/e) with AMPTE-CCE. Geophysical Research Letters, 12(5), 325–328.
https://doi.org/10.1029/GL012i005p00325
Gonzalez, W., Gonzalez, A., & Tsurutani, B. (1990). Dual-peak solar cycle distribution of intense geomagnetic storms. Planetary and Space
Science, 38(2), 181–187. https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(90)90082-2
Greenspan, M. E., & Hamilton, D. C. (2000). A test of the Dessler-Parker-Sckopke relation during magnetic storms. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 105(A3), 5419–5430. https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JA000284
Hall, A. M., Perry, C. H., Grande, M., Lester, M., & Wilken, B. (1998). Survey of dispersionless substorm ion injections observed by CRRES.
Advances in Space Research, 21, 615–618. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0273-1177(97)00971-X
Hamilton, D. C., Gloeckler, G., Ipavich, F. M., Wilken, B., & Stuedemann, W. (1988). Ring current development during the great geomagnetic
storm of February 1986. Journal of Geophysical Research, 93(A12), 14,343–14,355. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA093iA12p14343
Hoﬀman, R. A., & Brachen, P. A. (1967). Higher-order ring currents and particle energy storage in the magnetosphere. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 72(23), 6039–6049. https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ072i023p06039
Huang, C. Y., Frank, L. A., Rostoker, G., Fennell, J., & Mitchell, D. G. (1992). Nonadiabatic heating of the central plasma sheet at substorm
onset. Journal of Geophysical Research, 97(A2), 1481–1495. https://doi.org/10.1029/91JA02517
Iyemori, T. (1990). Storm-time magnetospheric currents inferred from mid-latitude geomagnetic ﬁeld variations. Journal of Geomagnetism
and Geoelectricity, 42, 1249–1265.
James, M. K., Yeoman, T. K., Mager, P. N., & Klimushkin, D. Y. (2013). The spatio-temporal characteristics of ULF waves driven by substorm
injected particles. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 118, 1737–1749. https://doi.org/10.1002/jgra.50131
Jordanova, V. K., Kistler, L. M., Kozyra, J. U., Khazanov, G. V., & Nagy, A. F. (1996). Collisional losses of ring current ions. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 101(A1), 111–126. https://doi.org/10.1029/95JA02000
Jorgensen, A. M., Spence, H. E., Henderson, M. G., Reeves, G. D., Sugiura, M., & Kamei, T. (1997). Global energetic neutral atom (ENA)
measurements and their association with the Dst index. Geophysical Research Letters, 24(24), 3173–3176.
https://doi.org/10.1029/97GL03095
Kamide, Y. (1992). Is substorm occurrence a necessary condition for a magnetic storm? Journal of Geomagnetism and Geoelectricity, 44,
109–117. https://doi.org/10.5636/jgg.44.109
Keika, K., Kistler, L. M., & Brandt, P. C. (2013). Energization of O+ ions in the Earth’s inner magnetosphere and the eﬀects on ring current
buildup: A review of previous observations and possible mechanisms. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 118, 4441–4464.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgra.50371
Keika, K., Takahashi, K., Ukhorskiy, A. Y., & Miyoshi, Y. (2013). Global characteristics of electromagnetic ion cyclotron waves: Occurrence rate
and its storm dependence. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 118, 4135–4150. https://doi.org/10.1002/jgra.50385
Kistler, L. M., Möbius, E., Klecker, B., Gloeckler, G., Ipavich, F. M., & Hamilton, D. C. (1990). Spatial variations in the suprathermal
ion distributions during substorms in the plasma sheet. Journal of Geophysical Research, 95(A11), 18,871–18,885.
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA095iA11p18871
Kletzing, C. A., Kurth, W. S., Acuna, M., MacDowall, R. J., Torbert, R. B., Averkamp, T., et al. (2013). The electric and magnetic ﬁeld instrument
suite and integrated science (EMFISIS) on RBSP. Space Science Reviews, 179(1), 127–181. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-9993-6
Krimigis, S. M., Gloeckler, G., McEntire, R. W., Potemra, T. A., Scarf, F. L., & Shelley, E. G. (1985). Magnetic storm of September 4, 1984:
A synthesis of ring current spectra and energy densities measured with AMPTE/CCE. Geophysical Research Letters, 12(5), 329–332.
https://doi.org/10.1029/GL012i005p00329
Lackner, K. (1970). Deformation of a magnetic dipole ﬁeld by trapped particles. Journal of Geophysical Research, 75(16), 3180–3192.
Legrand, J. P., & Simon, P. A. (1991). A two-component solar cycle. Solar Physics, 131(1), 187–209. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00151753
Lennartsson, W., Sharp, R. D., & Zwickl, R. D. (1985). Substorm eﬀects on the plasma sheet ion composition on March 22, 1979 (CDAW 6).
Journal of Geophysical Research, 90(A2), 1243–1252. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA090iA02p01243
Liemohn, M. W. (2003). Yet another caveat to using the Dessler-Parker-Sckopke relation. Journal of Geophysical Research, 108(A6), 1251.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JA009839
Liemohn, M. W., & Kozyra, J. U. (2003). Lognormal form of the ring current energy content. Journal of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial
Physics, 65(7), 871–886. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6826(03)00088-9
Liemohn, M. W., Kozyra, J. U., Jordanova, V. K., Khazanov, G. V., Thomsen, M. F., & Cayton, T. E. (1999). Analysis of early
phase ring current recovery mechanisms during geomagnetic storms. Geophysical Research Letters, 26(18), 2845–2848.
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999GL900611
Liemohn, M. W., Kozyra, J. U., Thomsen, M. F., Roeder, J. L., Lu, G., Borovsky, J. E., & Cayton, T. E. (2001). Dominant role of
the asymmetric ring current in producing the stormtime Dst*. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(A6), 10,883–10,904.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA000326
Liu, S., Chen, M. W., Roeder, J. L., Lyons, L. R., & Schulz, M. (2005). Relative contribution of electrons to the stormtime total ring current energy
content. Geophysical Research Letters, 32, L03110. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004GL021672
Lopez, R. E., Sibeck, D. G., McEntire, R. W., & Krimigis, S. M. (1990). The energetic ion substorm injection boundary. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 95(A1), 109–117. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA095iA01p00109

SANDHU ET AL.

8146

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics

10.1029/2018JA025766

Lui, A. T. Y. (2001). Current controversies in magnetospheric physics. Reviews of Geophysics, 39(4), 535–563.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000RG000090
Mauk, B. H., Fox, N. J., Kanekal, S. G., Kessel, R. L., Sibeck, D. G., & Ukhorskiy, A. (2013). Science objectives and rationale for the Radiation Belt
Storm Probes mission. Space Science Reviews, 179(1), 3–27. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-012-9908-y
Mauk, B. H., & McIlwain, C. E. (1974). Correlation of Kp with the substorm-injected plasma boundary. Journal of Geophysical Research, 79(22),
3193–3196. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA079i022p03193
Mauk, B. H., & McPherron, R. L. (1980). An experimental test of the electromagnetic ion cyclotron instability within the Earth’s
magnetosphere. Physics of Fluids, 23(10), 2111–2127. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.862873
McIlwain, C. E. (1974). Substorm injection boundaries, pp. 143–154. Netherlands, Dordrecht: Springer.
McPherron, R. L. (1970). Growth phase of magnetospheric substorms. Journal of Geophysical Research, 75(28), 5592–5599.
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA075i028p05592
McPherron, R. L. (2013). The role of substorms in the generation of magnetic storms. In B. T. Tsurutani, et al. (Eds.), Magnetic storms, Geophysical Monograph Series (Vol. 98, pp. 131–147). Washington, DC: American Geophysical Union. https://doi.org/10.1029/GM098p0131
Meng, C. I. (1970). Variation of the magnetopause position with substorm activity. Journal of Geophysical Research, 75(16), 3252–3254.
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA075i016p03252
Menz, A. M., Kistler, L. M., Mouikis, C. G., Spence, H. E., Skoug, R. M., Funsten, H. O., et al. (2016). The role of convection in the buildup
of the ring current pressure during the 17 March 2013 storm. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 122, 475–492.
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023358
Metallinou, F.-A., Daglis, I. A., & Delcourt, D. C. (2006). The inﬂuence of substorm-induced electric ﬁelds on the build-up of particle radiation
during geospace magnetic storms, Recent advances in astronomy and astrophysics, American Institute of Physics Conference Series (Vol.
848, pp. 168–175). N. Solomos: American Geophysical Union. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2347974
Milan, S. E., Grocott, A., Forsyth, C., Imber, S. M., Boakes, P. D., & Hubert, B. (2009). A superposed epoch analysis of auroral evolution during
substorm growth, onset and recovery: Open magnetic ﬂux control of substorm intensity. Annales Geophysicae, 27(2), 659–668.
https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-27-659-2009
Milan, S. E., Provan, G., & Hubert, B. (2007). Magnetic ﬂux transport in the Dungey cycle: A survey of dayside and nightside reconnection
rates. Journal of Geophysical Research, 112, A01209. https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JA011642
Milillo, A., Orsini, S., & Daglis, I. A. (2001). Empirical model of proton ﬂuxes in the equatorial inner magnetosphere: Development. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 106(A11), 25,713–25,729. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA900158
Min, K., Lee, J., Keika, K., & Li, W. (2012). Global distribution of EMIC waves derived from THEMIS observations. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 117, A05219. https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JA017515
Mitchell, D. G., C:Son Brandt, P., Roelof, E. C., Hamilton, D. C., Retterer, K. C., & Mende, S. (2003). Global imaging of O+ from IMAGE/HENA.
Space Science Reviews, 109, 63–75. https://doi.org/10.1023/B:SPAC.0000007513.55076.00
Mitchell, D. G., Lanzerotti, L. J., Kim, C. K., Stokes, M., Ho, G., Cooper, S., et al. (2013). Radiation belt storm probes ion composition experiment
(RBSPICE). Space Science Reviews, 179(1), 263–308. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-9965-x
Morley, S. K., Ables, S. T., Sciﬀer, M. D., & Fraser, B. J. (2009). Multipoint observations of Pc1-2 waves in the afternoon sector. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 114, A09205. https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JA014162
Newell, P. T., & Gjerloev, J. W. (2011). Evaluation of SuperMAG auroral electrojet indices as indicators of substorms and auroral power. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 116, A12211. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JA016779
Nishimura, Y., Bortnik, J., Li, W., Thorne, R. M., Lyons, L. R., Angelopoulos, V., et al. (2011). Estimation of magnetic ﬁeld mapping accuracy
using the pulsating aurora-chorus connection. Geophysical Research Letters, 38, L14110. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GL048281
Nosé, M., Taguchi, S., Hosokawa, K., Christon, S. P., McEntire, R. W., Moore, T. E., & Collier, M. R. (2005). Overwhelming O+ contribution to the
plasma sheet energy density during the October 2003 superstorm: Geotail/EPIC and IMAGE/LENA observations. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 110, A09S24. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010930
O’Brien, T. P., & McPherron, R. L. (2000). An empirical phase space analysis of ring current dynamics: Solar wind control of injection and
decay. Journal of Geophysical Research, 105(A4), 7707–7719.
Ohtani, S., Brandt, P. C., Mitchell, D. G., Singer, H., Nosé, M., Reeves, G. D., & Mende, S. B. (2005). Storm-substorm relationship: Variations of
the hydrogen and oxygen energetic neutral atom intensities during storm-time substorms. Journal of Geophysical Research, 110, A07219.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010954
Ohtani, S., Nosé, M., Rostoker, G., Singer, H., Lui, A. T. Y., & Nakamura, M. (2001). Storm-substorm relationship: Contribution of the tail current
to Dst. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(A10), 21,199–21,209. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA000400
Ozeke, L. G., & Mann, I. R. (2001). Modeling the properties of high-m Alfvén waves driven by the drift-bounce resonance mechanism. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 106(A8), 15,583–15,597. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA000393
Reeves, G. D., Fritz, T. A., Cayton, T. E., & Belian, R. D. (1990). Multi-satellite measurements of the substorm injection region. Geophysical
Research Letters, 17(11), 2015–2018. https://doi.org/10.1029/GL017i011p02015
Reeves, G. D., & Henderson, M. G. (2001). The storm-substorm relationship: Ion injections in geosynchronous measurements and composite
energetic neutral atom images. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(A4), 5833–5844. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA003017
Reeves, G. D., Henderson, M. G., Skoug, R. M., Thomsen, M. F., Borovsky, J. E., Funsten, H. O., et al. (2003). IMAGE, POLAR, and
geosynchronous observations of substorm and ring current ion injection. In A. Surjalal Sharma, et al. (Eds.), Disturbances in geospace:
The storm-substorm relationship, Geophysical Monograph Series (Vol. 142, pp. 91). Washington, DC: American Geophysical Union.
https://doi.org/10.1029/142GM09
Remya, B., Sibeck, D. G., Halford, A. J., Murphy, K. R., Reeves, G. D., Singer, H. J., et al. (2018). Ion injection triggered EMIC waves in the Earth’s
magnetosphere. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 123, 4921–4938. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JA025354
Russell, C. T., Holzer, R. E., & Smith, E. J. (1970). OGO 3 observations of ELF noise in the magnetosphere: 2. The nature of the equatorial noise.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 75(4), 755–768. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA075i004p00755
Russell, C. T., & McPherron, R. L. (1973). The magnetotail and substorms. Space Science Reviews, 15, 205–266.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00169321
Sandhu, J. K., Yeoman, T. K., Fear, R. C., & Dandouras, I. (2016). A statistical study of magnetospheric ion composition along the
geomagnetic ﬁeld using the Cluster spacecraft for L values between 5.9 and 9.5. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 121,
2194–2208. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA022261
Sarris, E. T., Krimigis, S. M., & Armstrong, T. P. (1976). Observations of magnetospheric bursts of high-energy protons and electrons at ∼ 35
RE with Imp 7. Journal of Geophysical Research, 81(13), 2341–2355. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA081i013p02341
Schulz, M., & Lanzerotti, L. J. (1974). Particle diﬀusion in the radiation belts. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag.

SANDHU ET AL.

8147

Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics

10.1029/2018JA025766

Sckopke, N. (1966). A general relation between the energy of trapped particles and the disturbance ﬁeld near the Earth. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 71(13), 3125–3130. https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ071i013p03125
Siscoe, G. L., & Petschek, H. E. (1997). On storm weakening during substorm expansion phase. Annales Geophysicae, 15(2), 211–216.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-997-0211-2
Smith, P. H., Bewtra, N. K., & Hoﬀman, R. A. (1981). Inference of the ring current ion composition by means of charge exchange decay. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 86(A5), 3470–3480. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA086iA05p03470
Southwood, D. J. (1976). A general approach to low-frequency instability in the ring current plasma. Journal of Geophysical Research, 81(19),
3340–3348. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA081i019p03340
Southwood, D., Dungey, J., & Etherington, R. (1969). Bounce resonant interaction between pulsations and trapped particles. Planetary and
Space Science, 17(3), 349–361. https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(69)90068-3
Sozou, C., & Windle, D. (1969a). A self consistent ring current in the Earth’s dipole ﬁeld. Planetary and Space Science, 17(3), 375–387.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(69)90070-1
Sozou, C., & Windle, D. (1969b). Non-linear symmetric inﬂation of a magnetic dipole. Planetary and Space Science, 17(5), 999–1008.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(69)90104-4
Spence, H. E., Reeves, G. D., Baker, D. N., Blake, J. B., Bolton, M., Bourdarie, S., et al. (2013). Science goals and overview of the radiation belt
storm probes (RBSP) energetic particle, composition, and thermal plasma (ECT) suite on NASA’s Van Allen probes mission. Space Science
Reviews, 179(1), 311–336. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-013-0007-5
Stuart, G. W. (1959). Satellite-measured radiation. Physical Review Letters, 2, 417–418. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.2.417
Sugiura, M. (1980). What do we expect in magnetic activity in the current solar cycle? Eos, Transactions American Geophysical Union, 61(43),
673–675. https://doi.org/10.1029/EO061i043p00673
Sugiura, M., & Kamei, T. (1991). Equatorial Dst index: 1957-1986. In A. Berthelier, & M. Menvielle (Eds.), IAGA bull. (vol. 40). France: ISGI Publ.
Oﬀ., Saint. Maur-des-Fosses.
Sugiura, M., & Poros, D. J. (1964). Hourly values of equatorial Dst for the IGY. Annals of the International Geophysical Year, 35, 9–45.
Sun, W., & Akasofu, S.-I. (2000). On the formation of the storm-time ring current belt. Journal of Geophysical Research, 105(A3), 5411–5418.
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JA000339
Suvorova, A., Dmitriev, A., & Kuznetsov, S. (1999). Dayside magnetopause models. Radiation Measurements, 30(5), 687–692.
Takahashi, K., Higbie, P. R., & Baker, D. N. (1985). Azimuthal propagation and frequency characteristic of compressional Pc 5 waves observed
at geostationary orbit. Journal of Geophysical Research, 90(A2), 1473–1485. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA090iA02p01473
Takahashi, S., Iyemori, T., & Takeda, M. (1990). A simulation of the storm-time ring current. Planetary and Space Science, 38(9), 1133–1141.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(90)90021-H
Tanskanen, E., Pulkkinen, T. I., Koskinen, H. E. J., & Slavin, J. A. (2002). Substorm energy budget during low and high solar activity: 1997 and
1999 compared. Journal of Geophysical Research, 107(A6), 1086. https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA900153
Thomsen, M. F., Birn, J., Borovsky, J. E., Morzinski, K., McComas, D. J., & Reeves, G. D. (2001). Two-satellite observations of substorm injections
at geosynchronous orbit. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(A5), 8405–8416. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JA000080
Tsyganenko, N. A. (1995). Modeling the Earth’s magnetospheric magnetic ﬁeld conﬁned within a realistic magnetopause. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 100(A4), 5599–5612. https://doi.org/10.1029/94JA03193
Tsyganenko, N. A. (2002). A model of the near magnetosphere with a dawn-dusk asymmetry 2. Parameterization and ﬁtting to observations.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 107(A8), 1176. https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JA000220
Tsyganenko, N. A. (2013). Data-based modelling of the Earth’s dynamic magnetosphere: A review. Annales Geophysicae, 31(10), 1745–1772.
https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-31-1745-2013
Tsyganenko, N. A., & Sitnov, M. I. (2005). Modeling the dynamics of the inner magnetosphere during strong geomagnetic storms. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 110, A03208. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JA010798
Tsyganenko, N. A., & Sitnov, M. I. (2007). Magnetospheric conﬁgurations from a high-resolution data-based magnetic ﬁeld model. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 112, A06225. https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JA012260
Turner, N. E., Baker, D. N., Pulkkinen, T. I., & McPherron, R. L. (2000). Evaluation of the tail current contribution to Dst. Journal of Geophysical
Research, 105(A3), 5431–5439. https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JA000248
Walach, M.-T., & Milan, S. E. (2015). Are steady magnetospheric convection events prolonged substorms? Journal of Geophysical Research:
Space Physics, 120, 1751–1758. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JA020631
Wang, C. B., Chao, J. K., & Lin, C.-H. (2003). Inﬂuence of the solar wind dynamic pressure on the decay and injection of the ring current.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 108(A9), 1341. https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JA009851
Williams, D. (1981). Ring current composition and sources: An update. Planetary and Space Science, 29(11), 1195–1203.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0032-0633(81)90124-0
Woch, J., Kremser, G., & Korth, A. (1990). A comprehensive investigation of compressional ULF waves observed in the ring current. Journal
of Geophysical Research, 95(A9), 15,113–15,132. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA095iA09p15113
Wolf, R. A., Freeman, J. W. Jr., Hausman, B. A., Spiro, R. W., Hilmer, R. V., & Lambour, R. L. (1997). Modeling convection eﬀects in magnetic storms. In B. T. Tsurutani (Ed.), Magnetic storms, Geophysical Monograph Series (Vol. 98, pp. 161–172). Washington, DC: American
Geophysical Union. https://doi.org/10.1029/GM098p0161
Wygant, J., Rowland, D., Singer, H. J., Temerin, M., Mozer, F., & Hudson, M. K. (1998). Experimental evidence on the role of
the large spatial scale electric ﬁeld in creating the ring current. Journal of Geophysical Research, 103(A12), 29,527–29,544.
https://doi.org/10.1029/98JA01436
Yeoman, T. K., & Wright, D. M. (2001). ULF waves with drift resonance and drift-bounce resonance energy sources as observed in
artiﬁcially-induced HF radar backscatter. Annales Geophysicae, 19(2), 159–170. https://doi.org/10.5194/angeo-19-159-2001
Young, D. T., Balsiger, H., & Geiss, J. (1982). Correlations of magnetospheric ion composition with geomagnetic and solar activity. Journal of
Geophysical Research, 87(A11), 9077–9096. https://doi.org/10.1029/JA087iA11p09077
Yu, X., Yuan, Z., Wang, D., Li, H., Huang, S., Wang, Z., et al. (2015). In situ observations of EMIC waves in O+ band by the Van Allen Probe A.
Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 1312–1317. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063250
Zhao, H., Li, X., Baker, D. N., Fennell, J. F., Blake, J. B., Larsen, B. A., et al. (2015). The evolution of ring current ion energy density and energy
content during geomagnetic storms based on Van Allen Probes measurements. Journal of Geophysical Research: Space Physics, 120,
7493–7511. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021533

SANDHU ET AL.

8148

