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Abstract 

Measurements from the Mars Atmosphere and Volatile EvolutioN (MAVEN) spacecraft, 

orbiting Mars are used for investigating the impact of coronal mass ejections (CMEs) and 

corotating interaction regions (CIRs) on Martian ionospheric species. We have chosen 15 CME 

and 15 CIR events (2015-2020) at Mars from the existing catalogs. We have extensively 

analyzed the Martian dayside and nightside profiles of ionospheric species during each of the 

CME and CIR events. We have selected those orbit plasma density profiles which showed 

significant differences from the mean quiet-time profile during each event. The primary focus 

of this paper is to provide a comparative average scenario of the variation of Martian 

ionospheric species during CMEs and CIRs events. A significant difference can be observed 

in the profiles of the Martian dayside and nightside ionospheric species (O+, O2
+, CO2

+, NO+, 

C+, N+, & OH+) during CMEs and CIRs in comparison to mean quiet-time profile. The 

difference is more prominent on the nightside compared to the dayside ionosphere. During 

CIRs, the nightside ion density is nearly one order of magnitude less (above 250 km) in 

comparison to CMEs. The mean peak altitude and density of the lighter ions (O+, C+, N+, & 

OH+) were at lower altitudes during the CIRs compared to CMEs. Therefore, this study 

suggests that during the declining phase of solar cycle (SC 24), the impact of CIRs on the 

Martian ionospheric species is more prominent compared to CMEs.  

 

Keywords: Mars Atmosphere and Volatile EvolutioN (MAVEN), Coronal Mass Ejections 

(CME), Corotating Interaction Regions (CIR), Martian Dayside and Nightside Ionosphere. 

 

Key Points 

1. Martian ionospheric species show noticeable depletion during CMEs/CIRs compared 

to mean quiet-time density.  

2. During CIRs, nightside mean ion density above 250 km is one order less in magnitude 

compared to CMEs.  

3. The mean peak altitude and density for lighter ions are lower on both dayside and 

nightside during CIRs compared to CMEs.   
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Plain language summary 

The space weather events like coronal mass ejections and corotating interaction regions 

pose significant effects on the ionosphere of Mars. This motivated us to study the behavior 

of the Martian dayside and nightside ionosphere and the potential role of these events.  The 

primary focus of this study is to provide a comparative average scenario for ionospheric 

species variation during these two events. The ionospheric average ion density profiles have 

notable differences during both events. During corotating interaction regions, the average 

plasma density depletion is more prominent on the nightside as compared to the dayside. 

The nightside average ion density profiles have one to two orders less magnitude (>250 

km) with lower mean peak altitude (for lighter ions O+, C+, N+, and OH+) during corotating 

interaction regions in comparison to both coronal mass ejections and mean quiet-time 

profile. The average analyses indicate that corotating interaction regions have a greater 

impact on the Martian ionosphere in comparison to coronal mass ejections during the 

declining phase of the solar cycle 24. Therefore, these results will enhance our 

understanding of the Martian dayside and nightside upper ionosphere and the potential role 

of these events in the evolution of planetary atmospheres over time. 
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1. Introduction  

Solar energetic events, namely Coronal Mass Ejections (CMEs) and Stream Interaction regions 

/Corotating Interaction Regions (SIRs/CIRs), are the principal drivers of the major space 

weather phenomena in the planetary atmosphere. CMEs are defined as a huge burst of plasma 

and magnetic field originating from the outer surface of the sun (Gosling, 1990; Gopalswamy, 

2006; Jian et al., 2006). CMEs traverse all the way from the solar corona to interplanetary 

space, preceded by a forward shock (Chen, 2011; Tousey, 1973). They are commonly 

characterized by a strong rotating magnetic field, low β (ratio of plasma pressure and magnetic 

pressure), low ion temperature, high proton density, and enhancement in velocity (Cane & 

Richardson, 2003; Gosling et al., 1991; Gosling & Forsyth, 2001; Neugebauer & Goldstein, 

1997; Russell & Shinde, 2005; Wimmer-Schweingruber et al., 2006; Zurbuchen & Richardson, 

2006).   

During the declining phase of the solar cycle, the high-speed solar wind originates from 

the coronal holes (at higher solar latitudes) and the slow solar wind streams originate at lower 

solar latitudes (Belcher & Davis Jr., 1971; Borovsky & Denton, 2006; Gosling & Pizzo, 1999; 

Richardson, 2018; Smith & Wolfe, 1976). The high-speed solar wind interacts with the 

preceding slow solar wind streams to form an interaction region called a Stream Interaction 

regions (SIRs) (Pizzo, 1978; Richardson, 2018). Further, if the source of the SIRs co-rotates 

once around the solar axis, it is referred as Corotating Interaction Regions (CIRs) (Dubinin et 

al., 2009; Rout et al., 2017; Wei et al., 2012). The boundary that separates the high-speed 

streams from the slow streams is called the stream interface (SI). It is associated with an 

increase in the proton temperature and a high-pressure region (bounded by forward and reverse 

shocks) at large heliospheric distances (Burlaga, 1974). While this paper includes both SIRs 

and CIRs, we employ the terminology CIRs throughout for simplicity.   

CMEs and CIRs drive the major space weather events on the Earth and other planets 

(like Venus and Mars) of our solar system. On Earth, they initiate various geomagnetic events 

viz. storms and substorms. The Earth enjoys the advantage of a global magnetic shield, whereas 

Mars lacks such a global intrinsic magnetic shield, which consequently allows the solar wind 

to interact directly with the Martian atmosphere (Cloutier et al., 1969; Connerney et al., 2015). 

A Martian bow shock is formed as an obstacle in the form of a shock boundary where the 

normal component of the supersonic solar wind decreases to subsonic speeds. Inside the shock 

boundary, there is a region of shocked and turbulent solar wind plasma termed the 

magnetosheath (Dubinin et al., 1997; Lundin et al., 1990). At the lower boundary of that region, 

https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2019SW002437#swe20986-bib-0051
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the shocked solar wind plasma interacts with the upper atmosphere of Mars, particularly in the 

ionosphere.  

The dayside ionosphere is formed via photo-ionization by the solar extreme ultraviolet 

(EUV) radiation (Fox & Dalgarno, 1979; McElroy et al., 1977). The current induced in the 

ionosphere by the motional electric field of the solar wind plays a crucial role in the formation 

of the induced magnetosphere (Michel, 1971). A tangential discontinuity in thermal plasma 

density that marks the transition from the hot plasma in the induced magnetosphere to the cold 

dense ionospheric plasma is termed as ionopause (Chu et al., 2021; Duru et al., 2020; Vogt et 

al., 2015). Thus, an ionopause is identified as the sudden decrease in the electron density and 

an enhancement in the electron temperature (Chu et al., 2021; Jethwa, 2021; Krishnaprasad et 

al., 2019; Sánchez‐Cano et al., 2020; Thampi et al., 2021; Vogt et al., 2015). The Martian 

ionopause altitude is affected by various space weather events (Krishnaprasad et al., 2019, 

2021; Schunk & Nagy, 2009; Thampi et al., 2018, 2021). Using MAVEN observations, Thampi 

et al. (2018) showed the depletion of O+, O2
+, and CO2

+ ions during the CME event and reported 

the lowering of ionopause during the passage of two consecutive CMEs.  

There are various studies that reported the impact of space weather events on Mars. The 

Martian upper atmosphere responds to the enhancement in the solar wind density, velocity, 

dynamic pressure, and the variable interplanetary magnetic field (IMF). For example, the solar 

wind interaction with the Martian upper atmosphere leads to the escape of various ions and 

neutral species. The escape of oxygen ions and precipitation of heavy ions in the Martian 

magnetosphere have been reported using data from ASPERA-3/Mars Express (MEX) (Hara et 

al., 2011; Wei et al., 2012). Further, the work of Krishnaprasad et al. (2019) found enhanced 

pickup ion-induced depletion of the nightside of the Martian ionosphere and depletion of 

electron density observed for a longer period of time. The electron temperature was also 

enhanced during the period of electron density depletion. In addition, Opgenoorth et al. (2013) 

studied the signature of increased plasma transport over the terminator and enhanced ion escape 

from the upper ionosphere of Mars during CMEs and CIRs events. The study by Jakosky et al. 

(2015) reported the enhancement in the escape rate of Martian ions to space during the major 

impact of CME using MAVEN observations. Lee et al. (2017) reported heating of the upper 

atmosphere by solar flare emissions and enhanced atmospheric escape rates. Ma & Nagy, 

(2007) studied the ion escape fluxes from Mars using a 3D, multi-species (O+, O2
+, CO2

+, and 

H+), non-ideal MHD model. Several studies during variable solar wind conditions, such as 

CIRs and CMEs have also demonstrated the depletion and energization of the Martian 
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ionosphere during these solar events (Benna et al., 2015; Huang et al., 2019; Ma & Nagy, 2007; 

Richardson, 2018; Thampi et al., 2021; Withers et al., 2018). However, there is no 

comprehensive investigation that shows the relative difference between the impact of CMEs 

and CIRs on the Martian ionosphere to the best of our knowledge. Further, this study, for the 

first time, also reports the effects on the ionospheric species (both the heavier ions: O2
+, CO2

+ 

& NO+ and the lighter ions: O+, C+, N+, & OH+), on the dayside and nightside during CME and 

CIR events. In the present investigation, we performed a detailed comparative analysis by 

considering 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs using multiple MAVEN datasets. We find more depletion 

in the plasma density for Martian dayside and nightside ionosphere during CIRs in comparison 

to CMEs. This paper is organized as: Section 2 gives a description of the datasets used for this 

study, Section 3 presents the results, Section 4 provides a discussion on the depletion of 

ionospheric plasma, and Section 5 concludes the paper. 

 

2. Data 

In order to study the Martian ionosphere and solar wind environment, we utilized multiple 

instruments onboard the MAVEN spacecraft. It was launched in November 2013, with orbital 

insertion occurring in September 2014, with its primary science mission beginning in 

November 2014. With an apoapsis of 6200 km and periapsis of 150 km, it is capable of 

measuring the upstream solar wind before it is affected by the Martian environment. The solar 

wind parameters (density, velocity, and dynamic pressure) and the IMF near Mars are obtained 

from the Solar Wind Ion Analyzer (SWIA) and Magnetometer (MAG) instruments aboard the 

MAVEN spacecraft. SWIA measures the solar wind ion flow around Mars in the upstream 

solar wind, magneto-sheath, and tail regions inside the bow shock. SWIA covers a broad energy 

range of 5 eV to 25 keV for solar ions (Halekas et al., 2015). The IMF is measured from the 

Magnetometer (MAG) instrument. It has two independent triaxial fluxgate magnetometer 

sensors for magnetic field investigation and has an intrinsic sample rate of 32 vector 

samples/second (Connerney et al., 2015). The Level 2, version_01, revision number _01 

(v01_r01) data of SWIA (Halekas, 2017) and the Level 2, version_01, revision number _01 

(v01_r01) data of MAG (Connerney, 2017) are used for upstream solar wind observations. The 

electron density and electron temperature data are obtained using the Langmuir Probe and 

Wave (LPW) instrument aboard the MAVEN spacecraft. LPW is optimized to measure 

electron density in the range of ~102 cm-3 to 106 cm-3 and temperature in a broad range of 500-

50000 K (Andersson et al., 2015). The ions (O+, O2
+, CO2

+, NO+, C+, N+, & OH+) density data 

is obtained using the Neutral Gas and Ion Mass Spectrometer (NGIMS) aboard the MAVEN 
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spacecraft. NGIMS is designed to measure the ions and neutrals in the range of 125-500 km 

altitude region of the Martian atmosphere using a dual ion source and a quadrupole mass 

analyzer (Mahaffy et al., 2015). It covers the mass range between 2-150 amu with unit mass 

resolution. The Level 2, version_02, revision_01 (v02_r01) data of LPW (Andersson, 2017) 

and the Level-2, version_v08, revision number_r01 (v08_r01) data of NGIMS (Benna & 

Lyness, 2014) are used in our analyses. Both LPW and NGIMS measure on the dayside and 

nightside during the periapsis (150-500 km above the Mars surface) (Andersson et al., 2015; 

Mahaffy et al., 2015). All the datasets were accessed through Python Data Analysis and 

Visualization tool (PyDIVIDE) as well as the Planetary Data System (PDS).  

In order to select the 15 CME events, we have utilized the catalogs of already identified 

CME events provided by Zhao et al. (2021) and the Space Weather Database of Notifications, 

Knowledge, and Information (DONKI) system. Similarly, the 15 CIR events have been 

selected from the catalogs provided by Geyer et al. (2021) and Huang et al. (2019) for our 

analyses. We have also utilized the Wang-Sheelay-Arge (WSA)-ENLIL+Cone model from the 

ENLIL Solar Wind Prediction to track the planetary positions, plasma feature, compressed 

streams, and IMF over the heliosphere (Mays et al., 2015; Odstrcil, 2003).   

 

 3. Results 

In order to study the impacts of CMEs and CIRs on the Martian dayside and nightside 

ionospheric species, we have analyzed the ion density profiles during these events. The 

following subsections describe the behavior of the Martian ionosphere during specific cases of 

CME and CIR events. In the last subsection, we have provided a comparative average scenario 

of the Martian dayside and nightside ionospheric species variation during 15 CMEs and 15 

CIRs. 

3.1 Identification of passage of the CME and CIR events at Mars: 

The period from 03-05 March 2015 on Mars was characterized by a CME event and the period 

from 19-21 March 2018 was characterized by a CIR event. Figure 1 shows the WSA-

ENLIL+Cone simulation snapshots in the ecliptic plane during specific CME (03-05 March 

2015) and CIR (19-21 March 2018) events. The color contour represents the radial solar wind 

velocity whereas the black-white dashed line represents the IMF in the inner heliosphere. The 

position of the planet Mars along with other inner planets is shown in the figure. Figures 1a-c 

show the three stages of development for the CME structure while entering, interacting, and 

leaving Mars. The CME event expands and becomes wider as it propagates through the 
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heliosphere. During the event, a portion of the CME blob (pointed by the arrow in red color in 

Figures 1a-c) hit the planet Mars. Similarly, Figures 1d-f represent the three development 

stages during the CIR. The green and cyan color contours show the velocity of the solar wind 

and indicate the stream interaction region (pointed by the arrow in red color in Figures 1d-f) of 

the slow and fast solar wind near Mars. The ENLIL+Cone simulation predicts the event arrival 

and departure at Mars during the period. 

During these periods for both the (CME [03-05 March 2015] and CIR [19-21 March 

2018]) events, MAVEN observed that the solar wind parameters changed abruptly while 

crossing the Martian bow shock. In order to avoid contamination from the measurements near 

the bow shock and to select the undisturbed solar wind intervals in the upstream region, we 

utilized an algorithm proposed by Halekas et al. (2017). We tune this algorithm with |v| > 200 

km/s (bulk flow speed), σB/|B| < 0.15 (normalized magnetic field fluctuation levels) and R > 

4200 km (altitude) reliably lie in the undisturbed solar wind. Figure 2 shows the variation of 

upstream solar wind (a) density, (b) velocity, (c) dynamic pressure, and (d) IMF (|B|) during 

01-06 March 2015 CME event. The enhancement in the solar wind density started on 03 March 

2015 and attained the peak of ~30 cm-3. The solar wind velocity showed an enhancement 

starting from 03 March 2015, and the highest velocity ~500 km/s was observed on 04 March 

2015 and lasted until early 05 March 2015. This event was also associated with enhancements 

in the dynamic pressure and IMF (|B|). The peak dynamic pressure and the peak IMF (|B|) were 

~9 nPa and ~20 nT, respectively on 03-04 March 2015. The vertical dotted lines (in different 

colors) from left to right in each panel indicate the MAVEN orbits 822 (blue), 823 (cyan), 824 

(magenta), 825 (red), and 826 (brown) during the disturb time. The short horizontal lines in the 

time series plot indicate the unobserved period as SWIA data set covers ~60% of the MAVEN 

orbits primarily on the upstream region (Halekas et al., 2017). 

Similarly, Figure 3 shows the variation of upstream solar wind (a) density, (b) velocity, 

(c) dynamic pressure, and (d) IMF (|B|) during 17-24 March 2018 CIR event. The solar wind 

velocity showed an enhancement starting from 20 March 2018 and attained the peak of ~594 

km/s and also sustained a higher magnitude for several days. The enhancement in the solar 

wind density started on 20 March 2018 and attained the peak of ~19 cm-3. The peak dynamic 

pressure and the peak resultant IMF (|B|) were ~6 nPa and ~15.8 nT, respectively on 20 March 

2018. The vertical-colored dotted lines from left to right in each panel indicate the MAVEN 

orbits 6748 (blue), 6749 (cyan), 6750 (magenta), 6751 (red), and 6752 (brown) during the 

disturb time. Since the MAVEN spacecraft follows an elliptical orbit with an inclination angle 
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of ~75°, it observes the upstream solar wind measurements only intermittently, making it 

difficult to observe the exact event arrival time at Mars (Halekas et al., 2017).  

 

3.2 Impact of the CME on the Martian ionosphere during 03-05 March 2015 event: 

In order to study the impact of the incoming CME on the Martian ionosphere, we have analyzed 

the LPW and NGIMS data during CME (03-05 March 2015) event. The LPW and NGIMS 

periapsis orbit measurements during the enhancement in solar wind conditions are marked with 

vertical-colored dotted lines (shown in Figure 2). The colors used for depleted density profiles 

(Figures 4 & 5) are identical as used for vertical-colored dotted lines in Figure 2. During 03-

05 March 2015 event, the MAVEN inbound phase monitors the dayside (SZA ~53°-84°), and 

the outbound phase monitors the nightside (SZA ~84°-115°) of Mars. Figures 4a-d show the 

LPW periapsis observations of electron density and temperature for dayside and nightside of 

the Martian ionosphere by MAVEN orbits. Figures 4a-b (top panel) and Figures 4c-d (bottom 

panel) show electron density and temperature profiles on the dayside and nightside, 

respectively. The mean quiet-time profile is shown with a black solid line and calculated by 

obtaining the mean of quiet orbits before the event (02-03 March 2015, 5 quiet orbit profiles 

with adequate data) with a standard deviation (STDEV). The enhancement in the upstream 

solar wind parameters was observed on 03 March 2015 around 17:22 UTC during the passage 

of CME and the disturb period lasted until early 05 March 2015 around 03:02 UTC (Figure 2). 

The MAVEN orbits during the disturbed period were 822 (17:22 UTC), 823 (18:52 UTC), 824 

(02:20 UTC), 825 (06:50 UTC) and 826 (11:21 UTC). The enhancement in the solar wind 

conditions leads to the depletion in the electron density compared to the mean quiet-time 

profile. The event time orbit profiles are depicted in different colors as shown in the Figure 4. 

The dayside profiles show that during 03-04 March 2015, the electron density was notably 

reduced in orbits 822 (above 250 km), 823 (above 300 km) and 826 (above 270 km) associated 

with an enhancement in temperature up to ~10000 K. The sharp decrease in the ion density 

profile signifies the ionopause-like feature. Similarly, the nightside profiles (orbits 823 and 824 

on 03-04 March 2015) showed deviation beyond the STDEV of mean quiet-time profile. In 

orbits 823 and 824, a clear deviation from the mean quiet-time profile and sharp density 

gradient can be observed nearly at 220 km for both the orbit profiles (similar to the ionopause-

like features). The electron density was depleted completely at around 400 km during the 823 

orbit profile and at around 300 km during the 824 orbit profile. An enhancement of electron 

temperature was also observed which approached more than 10000 K for the orbits 823 and 
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824. These electron density profiles show a greater variation on the nightside than on the 

dayside after a CME impact. The ionopause-like features form at lower altitude in the nightside 

(~220 km) in comparison to the dayside (~ 250-300 km). 

In addition to electron density and temperature, it is also important to explore the effects 

of the CME on various ions. Figure 5 shows the NGIMS observation for various ions (O+, O2
+, 

CO2
+, NO+, C+, N+, & OH+) density for dayside (top panel of Figures 5a-g) and nightside 

(bottom panel of Figures 5h-n) of the Martian ionosphere measured by the MAVEN, 

respectively. The enhancement in the solar wind conditions leads to the depletion in the ion 

density compared to the mean quiet-time profile. During orbits 822, 823, 825 and 826 (shown 

by vertical dotted lines in different color in Figure 2), the deviation in ion density profiles is 

observed on both dayside and nightside. On the dayside, the O+ density profile (Figure 5a) 

shows a clear deviation from the mean quiet-time profile for the orbits 822 and 826. The O+ 

density shows a sharp density gradient starting from 250 km for the orbit 822 and nearly 270 

km for the orbit 826, respectively. This situation is similar to the ionopause-like feature as 

defined by Vogt et al. (2015). Figure 5b shows a similar trend for O2
+ ion density during the 

same orbits as observed for O+. The ion density profiles for other ions (CO2
+, NO+, C+, N+, & 

OH+) also depict similar variations for the corresponding orbits as shown for O+ and O2
+. 

Therefore, during the dayside, the ionopause-like features are clearly observed from the 

electron and ion density profiles for orbits 822 and 826 in both LPW and NGIMS 

measurements. This indicates that there were evidently two orbit profiles in the dayside which 

depict a sharp density gradient (around 250 km for orbit 822 and 270 km for orbit 826) and had 

an ionopause formation around 450 km altitude. 

During the nightside (Figures 5h-n), there was a clear deviation from the mean quiet-

time profile for each ion and a sharp density gradient for O+, O2
+, CO2

+, and NO+ ions can be 

observed for the orbits 823 and 825. Here, the sharp density gradient observed for the two orbit 

profiles was at a relatively lower altitude (~220 km and ~260 km) as compared to the dayside 

(around 250 km for the orbit 822 and 270 km for the orbit 826).  For the remaining ions (C+, 

N+, & OH+), the corresponding orbit profile also showed the deviation from mean quiet-time. 

The depleted density profile is steeper for orbit 823 for all ions in comparison to orbit 825. The 

ionopause altitude form nearly 400 km during this orbit 823. Therefore, during the nightside, 

the ionopause-like features are clearly observed from the electron and ion density profiles for 

orbit 823 in both LPW and NGIMS measurements. The ionopause altitude observed at lower 

altitude in the nightside (~400 km) as compared to the dayside (~450 km). Furthermore, these 
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observations for ions (O+, O2
+, CO2

+, NO+, C+, N+, & OH+) indicate high depletion with lower 

ions densities and formation of ionopause-like feature during orbit 823 in the nightside of the 

Martian ionosphere during this CME event. 

3.3 Impact of the CIR on the Martian ionosphere during 19-21 March 2018 event: 

In order to study the impact of the incoming CIR on the Martian ionosphere, we have analyzed 

the LPW and NGIMS data during a CIR (19-21 March 2018) event. The LPW and NGIMS 

periapsis measurements during the enhancement in solar wind conditions are marked with 

vertical dotted lines in different colors (shown in Figure 3). The colors used for depleted density 

profiles (Figures 6 & 7) are identical as used for vertical dotted lines in Figure 3. During this 

event, the MAVEN inbound and outbound phases monitor the dayside (SZA ~61°-96°) and 

nightside (SZA ~112°-144°) of Mars, respectively. Figures 6a-d show the LPW periapsis 

observation of electron density and temperature during dayside and nightside of MAVEN 

orbits. Figures 6a-b (top panel) and Figures 6c-d (bottom panel) show the electron density and 

temperature profiles on the dayside and nightside, respectively. The mean quiet-time profile is 

shown with a black solid line and calculated by taking the mean of quiet orbit profiles (5 quiet 

orbit profiles with adequate data) with STDEV during17-18 March 2018. The event time orbits 

(which started on 19 March and lasted up to 21 March 2018) are shown with different colors. 

Here, we have shown the disturbed time orbits. The enhancement in the upstream solar wind 

parameters was observed on 19 March 2018 around 23:18 UTC during the passage of CIR and 

disturb period remain till 21 March 2018, 04:18 UTC (Figure 3). The MAVEN orbits during 

the disturbed period were 6748-6752. The plasma depletion observed in the ionosphere during 

these orbit profiles. The dayside density profiles (Figures 6a-b) show that during the CIR event, 

the electron density for orbits 6748-6751 (20 March 2018) was notably reduced with an 

enhancement in the temperature up to ~10000 K compared to mean quiet-time profile. In 

addition, we have observed a sharp density gradient (~250 km) during the orbits 6748 and 

6749, where the density is nearly depleted above 350 km. Similarly, the nightside profiles 

(Figures 6c-d) with orbits 6750-6752 (20 March 2018) show deviation in the electron density 

beyond the STDEV of the mean quiet-time profile. During the orbit 6750 (12:44 UTC), the 

electron density was depleted above 300 km altitude. The orbits 6751 (17:14 UTC) and 6752 

(21:41 UTC) are most depleted, however there is very less data available for these orbits to 

confirm the depletion. An enhancement of electron temperature can also be observed, reaching 

over 10000 K for the 6750-6752 orbits. The depletion in the electron density with the 

enhancement in the temperature indicates the formation of an ionopause. 
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Figure 7 shows ion density profiles measured by NGIMS on the Martian dayside 

(Figures 7a-g) and nightside (Figures 7h-n). The dayside O+ density profile (Figure 7a) 

corresponding to the orbits 6748 (03:48 UTC) and 6749 (08:15 UTC) during disturbed solar 

wind conditions show the deviation from the mean quiet-time profile with depletion from 100 

cm-3 to 0.01cm-3 above 350 km altitude. A similar trend is observed for O2
+, CO2

+, NO+, C+, 

N+, & OH+ (Figures 7b-g).  A sharp density gradient starting (~250 km) is observed during the 

orbits 6748 and 6749, indicating the formation of ionopause-like features and ionopause 

formed around 350 km altitude. Therefore, during the dayside, the ionopause-like features are 

clearly observed in the electron and ion density profiles for orbits 6748 and 6749 in both LPW 

and NGIMS measurements. This indicates that there were evidently two orbit profiles in the 

dayside which depict a sharp density gradient (around 250 km for orbits 6748 and 6749) and 

had an ionopause formation at around 350 km altitude. 

On the nightside (Figures 7h-n), a clear deviation from the mean quiet density profile 

is observed for all ions. A sharp density gradient is observed near 200 km for orbits 6750 and 

6751, indicating the formation of an ionopause. The altitude of the nightside ionopause is much 

lower than the dayside, which formed near 300 km, highlighting the highly variable nature of 

the nightside ionosphere. Although there is very less data available for ion species, so we 

cannot infer the exact altitude for sharp density gradient in the nightside. However, both LPW 

and NGIMS measurements show the depletion during orbits 6750 and 6751. These 

measurements depicted that the electron and ion density depletions occurred at lower altitude 

on the nightside compared to the dayside. This indicates that the Martian ionosphere was highly 

variable and depleted during the nightside compared to the dayside.  

 

3.4 Comparison of the impact of CMEs and CIRs on the Martian ionosphere 

In the previous sections, we presented specific cases of the ionospheric electron and ion density 

profiles, which showed the deviation from mean quiet-time during the passage of CME and 

CIR events in the Martian dayside and nightside ionosphere. In this section, we have performed 

a comparative average analysis of the effect of several CME and CIR events on the Martian 

ionosphere. For this, we have extensively analyzed 15 events each. The list of CMEs and CIRs 

is provided in Table 1, which contains the information about local solar time (LST) and solar 

zenith angle (SZA) in the Martian dayside and nightside periapsis passes of MAVEN spacecraft 

during 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs. The mean solar wind density, velocity, dynamic pressure, and 

IMF for each CME and CIR events are provided in Table 3 as supplementary material. By 

critically analyzing those 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs, we have selected highly disturbed orbit 
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profiles (which are well beyond the STDEV) for 15 CME events (53 dayside and 55 nightside 

disturbed orbit profiles) and 15 CIR events (55 dayside and 54 nightside disturbed orbit 

profiles). For mean quiet-time ionospheric variations, we have selected one quiet-time orbit 

profile before each CME and CIR event. As a result, the mean dayside (nightside) quiet-time 

profile is generated by taking the average of 30 quiet-time dayside (nightside) orbit profiles. 

 In order to address the differences (if any) between CME and CIR events in terms of 

their ionospheric impact and species variation in the Martian ionosphere, we have explored the 

variations of electron density, temperature, and ion density. We have calculated the mean of 

the plasma density with STDEV for all major disturbed orbit profiles separately for all CMEs 

and CIRs. Figures 8a-d show the collective average profiles for electron density and 

temperature using LPW periapsis measurements. Figures 8a-b (top panel) and 8c-d (bottom 

panel) represent electron density and temperature dayside and nightside profiles, 

respectively. The black color profile represents the mean quiet-time electron density and 

temperature for both dayside and nightside, while the black shaded area indicates the STDEV. 

The red color profile represents the mean electron density and temperature for 53 dayside and 

55 nightside disturbed orbits during 15 CME events, while the red shaded area indicates the 

STDEV. The same analysis has been carried out for 55 dayside and 54 nightside disturbed 

orbits during 15 CIR events, where the mean profile is represented by the blue color profiles 

and the blue shaded area representing the STDEV. Figures 8a-b show a clear deviation of the 

dayside electron density and temperature profiles during CMEs and CIRs from the mean quiet-

time electron density and temperature profiles.  Further, a significant difference between the 

dayside mean electron density during CIRs versus CMEs with the difference between the two 

profiles increasing with altitude. On the nightside, the electron density profiles (during CMEs 

and CIRs) show more deviation from the mean quiet-time profile and deviation increases with 

altitude. The difference between the mean electron density profiles during CIRs versus CMEs 

is even more pronounced (Figure 8c) compared to the dayside. The mean electron density 

during CIRs reached less than 100 cm-3 above 350 km, whereas it remained more than 100 cm-

3 during CMEs. While the mean nightside electron density profile shows a larger variation than 

the dayside, the difference in the mean temperature profiles is not significant and lies within 

the STDEV of each other. In general, the electron density at all altitudes is found to be more 

depleted during CIRs as compared to CMEs. Further, the depletion is more pronounced in the 

case of nightside than dayside.  
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Using the same orbits considered in the LPW study, we use the NGIMS observations 

to investigate the density variation of seven major ions during CME and CIR passages. We 

selected four lighter ions (O+, C+, N+, & OH+) and three heavier ions (O2
+, CO2

+, & NO+). 

Figures 9a-g show a clear deviation of the dayside ion density profiles during CMEs and CIRs 

from the mean quiet-time ion density profiles. A noticeable difference is observed between 

dayside O+ density profiles during CMEs (red) and CIRs (blue) disturbed orbits (Figure 9a). 

Ion density began to diverge above 240 km, with CIR profiles showing more than an order of 

magnitude decrease in the O+ above 450 km compared to CMEs.  Similar behavior is observed 

for the lighter ions C+, N+, and OH+ on both the dayside (Figures 9e-g) and nightside (Figures 

9l-n), with the nightside exhibiting a larger decrease in the density. However, the heavier ions 

(O2
+, CO2

+, & NO+) show a much more pronounced decrease in density at all altitudes during 

the presence of CIRs as compared to  CMEs, particularly on the nightside (Figures 9b-d and 

Figures 9i-k). The difference between the nightside plasma density during CIRs and mean 

quiet-time profiles is ranging from one to two orders, whereas it is nearly one order during 

CMEs. 

The mean peak altitude of lighter ions is observed to be lesser during CIR and CME 

events as compared to mean quiet-time on both dayside and nightside. In addition, the mean 

peak altitude of lighter ions is observed to be lesser during CIR events as compared to CME 

events. The peak altitude and associated ion density with STDEV for both dayside and 

nightside profiles (CMEs vs CIRs) are listed in Table 2. On the dayside, the difference in the 

mean peak altitude (during CIRs) for O+, C+, N+, and OH+ ranges from 5 to 30 km below that 

of observed during CMEs. On the nightside, this difference increases, ranging from 10 to 45 

km below the peak altitude observed during CMEs.  

 

4. Discussions 

In the present investigation, we presented a comparative study of the differential impact of the 

CMEs and CIRs on the Martian ionosphere. The CME (03-05 March 2015) with a solar wind 

velocity of ~500 km/s and peak dynamic pressure of ~9 nPa had efficiently impacted the 

topside ionosphere of Mars. This event was a slow CME and the impact is more pronounced 

on the nightside in comparison to the dayside (Figures 4 & 5). The electron density decreased 

lower than 100 cm-3 together with an enhancement in the electron temperature (~10000 K), 

forming an ionopause-like feature. A similar observation was reported by Cravens et al. (1982) 

on the Venusian nightside ionosphere that the depleted electron densities are accompanied by 

an enhancement in electron temperatures. However, the electron density below 100 cm-3 can 
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increase the errors in the LP temperature measurements (Andersson et al., 2015). The observed 

ionopause-like features for orbits 822, 823, and 826 (~250-270 km) on the dayside are primarily 

due to the increase of dynamic pressure during this time. On the nightside, the ionopause-like 

feature observed for the orbit 823 (~220 km) is comparatively at a lower altitude as compared 

to the dayside. Similarly, during the CIR event (19-21 March 2018), we have observed 

ionopause-like features on both dayside and nightside. The observed ionopause-like features 

for orbits 6748 and 6749 started at a height (~250 km) and on the nightside, for the orbits 6750 

and 6751, it occurred at ~200 km primarily due to higher dynamic pressure during this time 

(Figures 6 & 7). These similar ionopause-like features were also reported by previous studies 

during CME and CIR events (Chu et al., 2021; Jethwa, 2021; Krishnaprasad et al., 2019; 

Sánchez‐Cano et al., 2020; Thampi et al., 2021; Vogt et al., 2015).  

 During specific cases of CME and CIR, we analyzed seven ion (O+, O2
+, CO2

+, NO+, 

C+, N+, & OH+) density profiles. The depletion in the ion density has been observed for the 

same corresponding orbits as observed for electron density during both specific cases of CME 

(Figure 5) and CIR (Figure 7). The ionopause forms at a higher altitude (~450 km) on the 

dayside compared to the nightside (~400 km) during CME. Thampi et al. (2018, 2021) reported 

the depletion in the topside plasma density (O+ and O2
+) with electron temperature 

enhancement during the CME event. In our study, the depletion is also observed for the other 

ions. Further, for the CIR case, ionopause forms around ~350 km on the dayside and ~300 km 

on the nightside. The depleted ion profiles were observed during the disturbed solar wind 

conditions. According to the previous studies, the enhancement in solar wind dynamic pressure 

is responsible for a higher depletion of the global ionospheric plasma (Girazian et al., 2017, 

2019; Niu et al., 2021). Krishnaprasad et al. (2019) also reported the enhanced pickup ion-

induced depletion on the nightside during higher dynamic pressure for CIR event. The higher 

dynamic pressure during specific CIR event leads to more electron and ion density depletions 

in a greater number of orbit profiles in the current study (Figures 6 & 7). The nightside 

ionosphere depends upon the electron impact ionization and/or day-to-night transport processes 

to sustain plasma at higher altitudes (Cao et al., 2019; Cui et al., 2015; Girazian et al., 2017). 

The compression in the dayside leads to the inhibition of plasma transport from day to nightside 

(Cravens et al.,1982; Haider, 1997; Miller et al., 1984). This situation results in the lower 

ionopause altitude on the nightside during specific CME and CIR events for our study. 

The primary aim of the present study is to compare the Martian ionospheric response 

to incoming CMEs and CIRs during the declining phase of the Solar cycle 24 (2015-2020). We 

have extensively analyzed the ionospheric variation in both dayside and nightside during 15 
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CMEs and 15 CIRs. The notable difference in the mean ion density profiles during dayside and 

nightside is due to the different production mechanisms for both sides of the ionosphere 

(Figures 8 & 9). The mean ion density profiles during both CMEs and CIRs show a significant 

deviation from the mean quiet-time profiles. In addition, our analysis (for 15 CMEs and 15 

CIRs) clearly indicate that Martian ionospheric depletion is more prominent during CIRs in 

comparison to CMEs (Figures 8 & 9). The difference between mean density profiles (shown in 

red and blue colors) during CMEs and CIRs is less pronounced on the dayside as compared to 

the nightside. The lesser difference in the mean density profiles during the dayside might be 

due to consistent ion production by photoionization and ion-neutral chemistry during the 

daytime (Haider & Mahajan, 2014; Martinis et al., 2003; Singh & Prasad, 1983). During the 

dayside and nightside, there is a difference in the behavior of the heavier (O2
+, CO2

+, & NO+) 

and lighter ions (O+, C+, N+, & OH+). For the heavier ion, the density profiles show a sharp 

decrease above 250 km altitude for both CMEs and CIRs. Whereas, lighter ions show less steep 

density profiles with respect to altitude. The mean peak altitude for all lighter ions (O+, C+, N+, 

& OH+) existed at a lower altitude during CIRs as compared to CMEs. The comparative 

behavior of the lighter ions (C+, N+, & OH+) is studied for the first time to the best of our 

knowledge in the dayside and nightside ionosphere during CMEs and CIRs. The mean quiet-

time peak altitude and density (275 km and 1079.69 cm-3) were more in comparison to both 

CMEs and CIRs. Further, during CIRs, the O+ dayside mean peak altitude and density (240 km 

and 844.52 cm-3) were less in comparison to the CMEs (265 km and 1017.03 cm-3). It has been 

reported that during the moderate solar cycle, the peak density of O+ lies nearly at 293-300 km 

(Fox et al., 2021; Withers et al., 2015). Interestingly, it occurred at a lower altitude in the 

present case. During both CMEs and CIRs, the mean peak altitude of lighter ions for the 

nightside was always lower compared to the dayside. The peak density of the heavier ions (O2
+, 

CO2
+, & NO+) was mostly at around 110-130 km as reported by Bougher et al. (2015). Since 

MAVEN measured the ionospheric plasma mostly between 150-500 km altitude range, we are 

unable to comment on the mean peak altitude with peak density of the heavier ions. The above 

discussion indicates the more impact of CIRs on Martian ionospheric species compared to 

CMEs. As there are significant differences between two major solar events i.e., CME and CIR. 

The strength of the magnetospheric convection electric field of CME events is often stronger 

than that of CIRs (Borovsky & Denton, 2006). However, the duration of CIRs is usually much 

longer than CMEs. The studies of Turner et al. (2009) and Emery et al. (2009) have shown that 

these less-intense and long-duration CIR events thus can deposit roughly the same amount of 

energy or even more energy into the upper atmosphere than most of the moderate CMEs do 
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over the entire events on the Earth’s Magnetosphere-ionosphere system. Edberg et al. (2010) 

observed that during CIRs at Mars, the plasma outflow increases by a factor of 2.5 and increases 

the loss rate by 22.5%. 

It is known that the solar wind is an important driver that greatly affects the Martian 

upper ionosphere. The topside ionosphere gets more depleted due to high solar wind dynamic 

pressure at all solar zenith angles. The previous studies also suggest that high solar wind 

dynamic pressures lead to ionospheric compression, increased ion escape, and reduced day-to-

night plasma transport to the high-altitude nightside ionosphere (Dubinin et al., 2018; Girazian 

et al., 2019; Sánchez‐Cano et al., 2020). In addition to the solar wind dynamic pressure, IMF 

can also play an important role in the variation of the Martian ionosphere. In previous studies, 

it has been reported that during CIRs, when the solar wind dynamic pressure is high, the IMF 

penetrates deep into the dayside ionosphere and molecular ion escape can be observed (Dubinin 

et al., 2009; Girazian et al., 2019; Kubota et al., 2013). During many CIRs, the magnetic lines 

drape around the planet in the pileup region of Mars, and change the orientation such that the 

oppositely directed magnetic field lines can verge upon with each other (Cravens et al., 2020; 

Edberg et al., 2010). This leads to a reconnection related escape mechanism. Also, reconnection 

mechanism is more efficient above 300 km (collision-less processes dominated) and below 300 

km collisional processes reduce the efficiency of reconnection. Further, while draping of the 

magnetic field around Mars, J × B forces could increase the plasma erosion channels (Dubinin 

et al., 2009; Edberg et al., 2010). This accelerates the plasma and hence could be one of the 

factors to enhance the escape rate. Therefore, the dynamic pressure, reconnection related 

escape mechanism and J × B forces at higher altitudes play an important role to accelerate and 

energize the plasma in the Martian ionosphere (Ergun et al., 2006; Fowler et al., 2019; Girazian 

et al., 2017, 2019; Opgenoorth et al., 2013; Sánchez‐Cano et al., 2020). Furthermore, it would 

consequently lead to the lower plasma density and attain one order less magnitude in the topside 

ionosphere during CIRs in comparison to CMEs in our study. There are other important factors 

like low-frequency plasma waves and ion pick up which also contribute to drive the loss 

processes during both events (Ergun et al., 2006; Lundin et al., 2008). This possibility could 

be investigated in the future for a better understanding of the loss processes in the Martian 

ionosphere. Based on the present study, we observed that the CMEs and CIRs have a significant 

impact on the Martian ionospheric species during the declining phase of solar cycle 24. The 

impact during CIRs is more prominent in comparison to the CMEs. Further, the depletion is 

more pronounced in the case  of the nightside compared to the dayside. However, further 

investigation is needed to understand why the CIR causes more impact than the CME on the 
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Martian ionosphere although the CMEs are known to be more intense events. This will be taken 

up for future investigation.  

 

5. Summary and conclusions 

The impact of CMEs and CIRs on the Martian ionosphere during the declining (2015-2020) 

phase of Solar cycle 24 is investigated using the observations from the MAVEN datasets. The 

CME and CIR events were observed at Mars with enhancements in the solar wind density, 

velocity, solar wind dynamic pressure, and fluctuating IMF. From our observations, we found 

that the specific CME (03-05 March 2015) and CIR (19-21 March 2018) cause more depletion 

during the nightside as compared to the dayside. The sharp density gradient in the plasma 

indicates the formation of ionopause for orbits 822, 826 (dayside, CME), 823 (nightside, 

CME), 6748 & 6749 (dayside, CIR), and 6750 & 6751 (nightside, CIR). Due to higher peak 

dynamic pressure during disturb solar wind conditions, the depletion in the plasma density 

occurs for orbit profiles during specific CME and CIR events. In addition, the primary focus 

of the paper is to provide a comparative average scenario of the Martian ionospheric response 

during 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs. The average analyses indicate that the ionospheric species 

during CIRs are more depleted compared to CMEs. During CIRs, nightside mean plasma 

density profiles are more depleted and of one order less magnitude (above 250 km) than during 

CMEs. The mean peak altitude of lighter ions (O+, C+, N+, & OH+) is lesser during CIRs and 

CMEs as compared to mean quiet-time.  Further, the peak mean altitude and density for lighter 

ions are lesser on the dayside and nightside during CIRs in comparison to CMEs. In addition, 

the depletion is more pronounced in the case of the nightside with lower mean peak altitude 

and density compared to the dayside. The dynamic pressure, IMF, and solar wind convection 

electric field persist for a longer time for CIRs than CMEs which may lead to more depletion 

of the Martian upper ionosphere. Therefore, this study indicates that the impact of CIRs on the 

Martian ionospheric species is more prominent compared to CMEs. 

Data availability statement 

We have used the NASA DONKI catalog for space weather forecast information. The MAVEN 

in-situ key parameter datasets: The LPW (electron density and temperature) Level 2, 

version_02, revision_01 (Andersson, 2017), NGIMS (ions  density) Level 2, version_08, 

revision_01 (Benna & Lyness, 2014), SWIA  

(solar wind ion) Level 2, version_01, revision_01 (Halekas, 2017), and MAG (IMF) Level 2, 
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version_01, revision_01 (Connerney, 2017) datasets used in this work are taken from the 

NASA Planetary Data System (PDS) and can be downloaded using the Python Data Analysis 

and Visualization tool (MAVEN SDC et al., 2020). The WSA-ENLIL+Cone model simulation 

and derived data products used and produced during this work can be found in Ram et al. 

(2023). 
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Figures: 

  

 

Figure 1: The WSA-ENLIL+ Cone model inner heliospheric simulation screenshots, (a) before 

the event (b) during the event, and (c) after the event, showing the solar wind radial velocity 

(color contour) and interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) during the 03-05 March 2015 CME 

event (pointed by red arrow) and (d) before the event, (e) during the event, (f) after the event, 

showing the solar wind radial velocity (color contour) and interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) 

during the 19-21 March 2018 CIR event (pointed by red arrow). IMF lines are shown by the 

black–white zebra lines. A CME (top panel) is outlined by the black contour and the 

heliospheric current sheet (HCS) is shown by the white line.  
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Figure 2: (a) Solar wind density, (b) solar wind velocity, (c) dynamic pressure, and (d) 

IMF(|B|), observations near Mars, during the 03-05 March 2015 CME event. The vertical- 

colored dotted lines from left to right in each panel indicate the MAVEN orbits 822 (blue), 823 

(cyan), 824 (magenta), 825 (red), and 826 (brown) during disturb time. 
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Figure 3: (a) Solar wind density, (b) solar wind velocity, (c) dynamic pressure, and (d) 

IMF(|B|), observations near Mars, during the 19-21 March 2018 CIR event. The vertical- 

colored dotted lines from left to right in each panel indicate the MAVEN orbits 6748 (blue), 

6749 (cyan), 6750 (magenta), 6751 (red), and 6752 (brown) during disturb time. 
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Figure 4: The Langmuir Probe and Waves (LPW), (a-b) dayside and (c-d) nightside, electron 

density and temperature variations as a function of altitude (150-500 km) during the 03-05 

March 2015, along with the mean quiet-time variation. The disturbed orbit profiles are shown 

as different color dots and styles. The mean of the quiet-time profiles (five orbit profiles 

considered for both dayside and nightside, respectively) are shown (black curve) along with 

the standard deviation. 
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Figure 5: The Neutral Gas and Ion Mass Spectrometer (NGIMS), (a-g) dayside and (h-n) 

nightside, ions density variation as a function of altitude (150-500 km) during the 03-05 March 

2015, along with the mean quiet-time variation. The disturbed orbit profiles are shown as 

different color dots and styles. The mean of the quiet-time profiles (five orbit profiles 

considered for both dayside and nightside, respectively) are shown (black curve) along with 

the standard deviation. 
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Figure 6: The Langmuir Probe and Waves (LPW), (a-b) dayside and (c-d) nightside, electron 

density and temperature variations as a function of altitude (150-500 km) during the 19-21 

March 2018, along with the specific quiet-time variation. The disturbed orbit profiles are shown 

as different color dots and styles. The mean of the quiet-time profiles (five orbit profiles 

considered for both dayside and nightside, respectively) are shown (black curve) along with 

the standard deviation. 
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Figure 7: The Neutral Gas and Ion Mass Spectrometer (NGIMS), (a-g) dayside and (h-n) 

nightside, ions density variation as a function of altitude (150-500 km) during the 19-21 March 

2018, along with the mean quiet-time variation. The disturbed orbit profiles are shown as 

different color dots and styles. The mean of the quiet-time profiles (five orbit profiles 

considered for both dayside and nightside, respectively) are shown (black curve) along with 

the standard deviation. 
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Figure 8: The Langmuir Probe and Waves (LPW), (a-b) dayside, (c-d) nightside, electron 

density and temperature variations as a function of altitude (150-500 km) for mean quiet-time 

orbit profiles (30 dayside and 30 nightside quiet-time orbit profiles), highly disturbed orbit 

profiles during 15 CIR events (55 dayside and 54 nightside disturbed orbit profiles) and 15 

CME events (53 dayside and 55 nightside disturbed orbit profiles). The mean density and 

temperature represented as black, red, and blue profiles along with standard deviation (black, 

red and blue shades). 
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Figure 9: The Neutral Gas and Ion Mass Spectrometer (NGIMS), (a-g) dayside, (h-n) 

nightside, ions density variations as a function of altitude (150-500 km) for mean quiet-time 

orbit profiles (30 dayside and 30 nightside quiet-time orbit profiles), highly disturbed orbit 

profiles during 15 CIR events (55 dayside and 54 nightside disturbed orbit profiles) and 15 

CME events (53 dayside and 55 nightside disturbed orbit profiles). The mean density and 

temperature represented as black, red, and blue profiles along with standard deviation (black, 

red and blue shades). 

 



36 
 

Tables:                       
 

 

Table 1: MAVEN periapsis pass (during 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs), start date, end date, number 

of disturbed orbits, local solar time (LST), solar zenith angle (SZA) during the disturbed orbits 

in the Martian dayside and nightside ionosphere (measurement between 150 and 500 km 

altitude). *It represents the specific cases of CME and CIR events. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CMEs 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

S. 

No. 

 

Start Date 

 

(YYYY/M

M/DD) 

End Date 

 

(YYYY/M

M /DD) 

No. of 

Disturbed 

Orbits 

LST 

 

(Hours) 

 

Dayside 

SZA 

 

(°) 

 

Dayside 

LST 

 

(Hours) 

 

Nightside 

SZA 

 

(°) 

 

Nightside 
Day

side 

Night

side 

1. 2015/02/17 2015/02/19 3 3 17.06 – 17.75 76 - 98 18.51 – 22.74 112-127 

2. 2015/02/25 2015/02/27 4 4 16.20 – 17.15 64 - 94 17.20 – 20.30 94 - 122 

3. *2015/03/03 2015/03/05 3 2 15.69 – 16.54 53 - 84 16.56 – 18.90 84 - 115 

4. 2015/03/08 2015/03/11 2 3 15.18 -  16.02 45.5 - 75 16.04 – 18.09 76 - 108 

5. 2015/10/04 2015/10/06 3 4 11.68 -  12.51 23 - 62 13.02 -  18.33 71 - 109 

6. 2016/09/23 2016/09/24 3 3 14.57 -  19.01 60 - 91 19.12 -  20.09 92 -120 

7. 2016/10/05 2016/10/07 4 2 11.78 -  17.77 52 – 72 17.79 – 18.91 72 - 99 

8. 2017/09/08 2017/09/11 3 4 16.61 – 17.70 68 - 73 17.90 – 0.26 73 - 87 

9. 2018/03/10 2018/03/11 3 3 15.00 – 18.20 77 - 105 22.50 – 1.50 123 -146 

10. 2018/04/09 2018/04/10 4 6 13.02  - 14.08 33 - 76 16.50 - 22.40 78 -122 

11. 2018/09/22 2018/09/25 4 3 12.62 – 20.00 90 -125 20.41 – 22.01 131-154 

12.   2018/10/03 2018/10/05 3 3 11.26 – 17.85 82 - 111 19.47 – 21.04 120 - 140 

13. 2018/10/12 2018/10/14 4 5 10.06 – 15.23 80 - 104 17.90 – 20.08 113 -129 

14. 2019/05/07 2019/05/12 6 4 11.82 – 14.57 61 - 79 04.34 – 07.13 91 -112 

15. 2020/03/04 2020/03/08 4 6 10.40 – 11.94 26.5 - 70 02.30 – 09.90 74 - 121 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CIRs 

 

1. 2015/09/03 2015/09/04 3 3 14.33 - 15.35 50.2 - 80.5 18.85- 23.96 107 - 135 

2. 2015/09/09 2015/09/11 3 4 13.80 - 14.73 44.2 - 80.2 17.50- 23.50 102 - 132 

3. 2015/12/17 2015/12/19 5 3 06.00 – 06.90 87 - 94 04.96 – 06.00 81 - 87 

4. 2016/03/11 2016/03/15 2 3 13.00 – 20.00 39.5 - 82 21.00 – 23.04 87 -130 

5. 2016/03/16 2016/03/19 2 2 12.00 – 19.00 35 - 78 20.00 – 22.00 82 - 125 

6. 2016/09/17 2016/09/22 3 4 16.16 – 19.75 65 - 97 19.75 – 20.67 98 - 128 

7. 2017/09/01 2017/09/02 3 3 17.30 – 18.50 75 - 78 18.50 – 01.72 80 - 88 

8. 2017/09/10 2017/09/11 3 3 16.50 – 17.50 66 - 70 17.66 – 23.77 73 - 86 

9. 2017/09/21 2017/09/22 5 5 15.50 – 16.50 56 – 59 16.52 – 20.70 59 -78 

10. 2018/03/09 2018/03/10 2 4 15.61 – 18.50 77 - 107 22.81 - 01.60 123 - 146 

11. *2018/03/19 2018/03/21 4 3 12.29 – 19.00 61.5 - 96 20.83 – 23.60 112 - 144 

12. 2018/09/22 2018/09/23 3 6 13.00 – 18.25 90 - 126 19.70 – 22.27 131 -154 

13. 2018/10/03 2018/10/06 7 3 11.26 – 17.85 82 - 111 19.50- 21.03 122 -140 

14. 2018/10/07 2018/10/11 6 5 10.80 – 17.00 80 - 108 18.50 - 20.60 118 - 135 

 15. 2018/10/11 2018/10/18 4 3 10.20 – 15.64 80 - 105 18.00- 20.13 111 - 130 
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Table 2: The mean peak altitude and density with standard deviation for lighter ions (O+, C+, 

N+, & OH+) in the Martian dayside and nightside ionosphere during 15 CMEs and 15 CIRs. 

Alt, Dens and STDEV represent the Altitude, Density and Standard Deviation respectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Events 

 

Dayside/ 

Nightside 

   [O+]   

Mean peak  

Alt with 

STDEV  

  (km)    

   [O+]     

Mean peak  

Dens with 

STDEV  

  (cm-3)    

   [C+]   

Mean peak  

Alt with 

STDEV  

  (km)    

   [C+]     

Mean peak 

Dens with 

STDEV  

  (cm-3)    

  [N+]   

Mean peak  

Alt with 

STDEV  

  (km)    

   [N+]     

Mean peak 

Dens with 

STDEV  

  (cm-3)    

 [OH+]   

Mean peak  

Alt with 

STDEV  

  (km)    

 [OH+]     

Mean peak  

Dens with 

STDEV  

  (cm-3)    

 

 

 CMEs                 

 

Dayside 

 

Nightside 

   

 

     265±2 

 

     235±2 

 

 

1017±165 

 

361.85±78.8 

 

255±2 

  

235±2  

 

31.15±7.2 

 

12.62±2.98 

 

 265±2  

 

 235±2 

 

17.44±4.1 

 

6.69±1.89 

 

 

295±2 

 

235±2 

 

71.73±22.12 

 

19.27±9.14 

 

 

 

 CIRs 

 

Dayside 

 

Nightside 

 

 

     235±2 

 

     225±2 

 

810.8±122.4 

 

276.6±39.25 

  

 235±2  

      

 220±2 

 

21.18±4.8 

 

6.28±0.86 

 

 

 235±2  

 

 220±2 

 

13.95±2.61 

 

  5.20±0.68 

 

 290±2 

    

190±2 

   

 

47.50±20.56 

 

10.52± 1.37 


