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Abstract

The results of simultaneous measurements of noctilucent clouds (NLC) position in a number of
ground-based locations are presented. Observational data of 14 bright NLC events over 5 years is
used for building the altitude maps of cloud fields using triangulation technique updated for multi-
location case. Statistical distribution of NLC altitude and its change during the summer season is
considered. Mean NLC altitudes are compared with colorimetric technique based on the same data
and simple radiation transfer model. This can be used to check the model and estimate the accuracy
of single-camera technique of NLC altitude measurements. Results and methods are suggested for
net ground-based survey of noctilucent clouds.
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1. Introduction

The phenomenon of noctilucent clouds was observed for the first time in 1885 (Leslie, 1885;
Backhouse, 1885) soon after the strong eruption of Krakatoa in 1883. Direct solar illumination
during the deep twilight stage pointed to the unusual position of these clouds, making them the
highest above the Earth. In the same year, first attempt of triangulation measurements based on the
observations from locations was made: V. Tseraskii and A. Belopolsky used the short base (32 km)
to find the altitude of noctilucent clouds: 79 km (Bronsten and Grishin, 1970; Dalin et al., 2012).
Jesse (1896) had conducted a number of measurements during the following years to find the mean
altitude 82.1 = 0.1 km. Gadsden and Schroder (1989) had presented the base of triangulation
altitude measurements of NLC in 20st century made by a number of authors, the median result was
close to 83 km. The same is confirmed by summary of 695 measurements in 1887-1964 referred by
Bronsten and Grishin (1970).

Being a rare event in late 19™ and early 20™ century, noctilucent clouds became brighter and more
frequent after that (Thomas and Olivero, 2001). Visual effect was confirmed by increase of total
mass of ice in mesosphere measured by SBUV satellite instruments (DeLand and Thomas, 2015),
especially in high latitudes. Observed trends were initially related with atmosphere cooling driven
by increase of CO; (Roble and Dickinson, 1989). However, no visual trend of NLC occurrence rate
was seen in midlatitudes during the last 60 years (Pertsev et al., 2014; Dalin et al., 2020).



Models (Liibken et al., 2018) show that increase of ice mass and cloud brightness are basically
driven by increase of mesospheric H,O, while growing CO, causes the “atmospheric shrinking”
effect when temperature decreases at the fixed geometrical altitude, but remains almost constant at
the layer with fixed pressure (Bailey et al., 2021; Mlynczak et al., 2022). It is confirmed by absence
of temperature trend in mesopause, above NLC layer (Berger and Liibken, 2011) in midlatitudes
during the last decades.

Continuing increase of CO, in mesosphere in 21* century is the reason of interest for different
methods of the observations of atmospheric cooling and shrinking. It can also be contributed by
stratospheric ozone depletion (Bremer and Peters, 2008; Walsh and Oliver, 2011). According to
model results (Berger and Liibken, 2015; Liibken et al., 2018), the negative trend of clouds altitude
about —2 km per century can be observed. This can be fixed by systematical observations during the
several dozens of years or by comparison with historical data using the same measurement
techniques. However, up to now, efforts of historical data analysis on NLC attitudes did not reveal
this trend. Von Zahn (2003) demonstrated a good conservation of the mean NLC altitude during the
20-th century with its variation from 82.2 to 83.6 km, moreover, the large part of this variation
seemed to be caused by latitude dependence of NLC altitude. This result is discussed below in this

paper.

Triangulation of NLC fields was used for altitude estimation since the beginning of their
observations. Using the network of modern photographic devices with fine angular resolution and
wide field of view allows increasing the accuracy. Triangulation is used for NLC in the present time
(Dubietis et al., 2011; Dalin et al., 2013; Suzuki et al., 2016). Running the procedure for definite
fragments of the field, we can build the maps of mean NLC altitude. This method is the most cost-
effective and can be the base of spatially expanded system of NLC survey. Multi-band photometric
measurements of clouds those are possible with well-calibrated RGB-cameras give the additional
opportunity to fix the fields of mean particle size (Ugolnikov, 2024) and estimate the mean altitude
by analysis of spectral evolution of the clouds as they are immersed into the shadow of dense
atmospheric layers (Ugolnikov, 2023ab).

The primary goal of this work is to present the results of the first years of ground-based camera
network and to expand the triangulation procedure to the case of large number of the observation
sites. The statistical properties of the altitude distribution of noctilucent clouds are analyzed in
comparison with different measurements techniques and historical data.

2. Observations

Observations of noctilucent clouds were hold during the summers 2020-2024 by the sample of
cameras located in central Russia in Moscow, Tver, Kaluga, and Tula regions (we will call it the
central camera set). Basic observational point (55.58°N, 36.56°E, 190 m a.s.l.) is the same as in
(Ugolnikov, 2023ab), it is also the southern point of observations of Ugolnikov (2024), where
triangulation procedure used here was initially applied to the noctilucent clouds. The cameras in the
basic point are hemi-spherical with the field diameter 190° and well-known spectral characteristics
of RGB bands (see Ugolnikov, 2023a for description). Angular scale of the image near the zenith is
19 pixels per degree. One more ensemble of NLC was recorded in 2023 by three cameras around
Saint-Petersburg (60°N, 30°E), we call it the northern camera set.

Measurements are hold from the evening till the morning during the twilight and the night.
Exposure times varied from 0.1 to 8 seconds depending on the camera and twilight stage. Each
camera axis direction and optical field parameters are found by star positions astrometry in the
nighttime images. High accuracy (mean square residual about 1 pixel or below) is principal for
precise cloud position measurements and triangulation. Frame coordinates of several thousands of
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star positions in different images during the night are measured, it is also principal that the stars
must be fixed in all sky areas where NLC images are processed. A new 14-parameter optical field
model, the same as in (Ugolnikov, 2024), is used here for all cameras and each night separately.
The data with zenith distances up to 70°, where large number of star images can be registered, is
being processed. Sky background reduction procedure, initially suggested by Ugolnikov et al.
(2021) and improved in (Ugolnikov, 2024), is used.

The choice of observation sites is based on following principles. If the baselength is short, much
less than the altitude of the clouds, the error of altitude determination increases. In the opposite case
of very long bases the overlapping area of NLC fields fixed by different cameras is reduced.
Following this, observational sites surrounded the basic point at the distances of about 50-100 km.
Hemispherical cameras were used in several cases. More simple devices with smaller rectangular
field of view about 90-120° can be also used if they are installed southwards from the basic point
and fix the cloud field over the northern horizon. We note that triangulation procedure uses the
correlation analysis and does not require the comparison of absolute brightness, as it is done for
particle size estimation or umbral altitude analysis. This allows using the different cameras and
different data formats. However, fine angular scale (about 20 degrees per pixel), the same or better
than the scale of the camera in the basic observation point, is required.

If noctilucent clouds are expanded covering the most part of the sky hemisphere, RGB data of all-
sky cameras basic observation of central set with well-known spectral characteristics can be used to
find “umbral” NLC altitudes. The procedure is based on the comparison of observed color indexes
of clouds with the data of theoretical radiative transfer model taking into account single scattering
of solar emission by cloud particles, refraction, Rayleigh and aerosol extinction, O3 and NO;
absorption, the size of solar disk with darkening to the edge. The procedure is described in
(Ugolnikov, 2023a). Having two independent techniques of NLC altitude estimation, we can
compare the results based on the same set of observations. This allows checking the quality of the
radiative transfer model. Altitude comparison on a single case of bright clouds (Ugolnikov, 2024)
had shown the positive difference between umbral and triangulation altitudes, this can be
interpreted as the influence of multiple scattering (or the scattering of Earth’s limb background by
NLC particles). In this paper, we analyze a number of NLC fields to check this assumption.

3. NLC triangulation

Triangulation procedure used in this work is principally the same as in (Ugolnikov, 2024) where it
was used for observations in two sites with double-camera regime in each location. The cloud
position data of these cameras was averaged and then compared in two sites. Here we expand the
procedure to the case of unlimited number of sites and cameras. If two or more cameras are
installed in the same location, the data is being processed independently, actually increasing the
weight of the measurements in this site. Correlations of NLC fields are calculated in pairs, basic
(first) camera with each other. All-sky camera with the best quality in the basic observation point is
chosen as the first.

Each NLC field registered by one camera of the set in definite location is projected onto the surface
at the constant altitude Hy above the sea level using the ellipsoidal model of the Earth. Altitude Hy
is considered as a priori altitude of noctilucent clouds. It is convenient to use the fixed value for all
observations, we choose Hy = 81.33 km following (Ugolnikov, 2024). If NLC fragment is exactly at
this altitude, its images will coincide in all fields from any location. Displacements of images are
used to find the altitude correction for each fragment.

Fragmentation procedure of NLC field is run for data of the first camera. It is described in details by
Ugolnikov (2024) and repeated here without any change. Each fragment surrounds the local

3



maximum of cloud brightness, the strongest maxima where correlation can be found with good
accuracy are surrounded by smaller fragments, and finer structure of altitude distribution can be
studied there.

Let us consider the coordinate system (X, Y) on the surface with fixed a priori altitude of noctiluent
clouds Hy. The zero point of this system is the projection of the basic observations point to this
surface. At the initial stage of the analysis, fields are compared with each other within the two-
minute interval, this allows finding the zonal and meridional velocities of cloud patterns. Analysis is
similar to (Baumgarten and Fritts, 2014; Ugolnikov, 2024).

Figure 1 shows the distribution of the pattern velocity of the fragments of noctilucent clouds
recorded by central camera set. We see that NLC patterns are moving south-westwards, the velocity
can reach 100 m/s. While westward motion is typical for summer upper mesosphere, southward
velocity component appears in NLC cases, when cold air masses are transported from the polar
regions (Fiedler et al., 2011, Gerding et al., 2021).

When the velocity is found, the fields for each camera are added up within the two-minute interval
with account of this motion, and the sum is calculated for the middle of this time interval (see
Ugolnikov, 2024, for details). These fields for different cameras are compared with each other to
find the shift value and cloud fragment altitude. This can be done if the fragment is mostly or totally
present in two or more camera frames in different locations, including the first camera in the basic
site.

Figure 2 shows the scheme of altitude estimation for the case of two cameras and one NLC
fragment. The plumb line from the fragment of noctilucent cloud crosses NLC a priori altitude
surface in a point with coordinates (Xx, Yn). The simplified case where X-coordinate of both cameras
and cloud fragment is equal to zero is painted in the figure.
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Figure 1. Pattern motion velocities of the observed fragments of noctilucent clouds.
Size of the symbols refers to the brightness of the fragments.
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Assuming the altitude of NLC to be equal to Hy and projecting the picture on a priori surface, we
run the correlation analysis between camera fields 2 and 1 and find the shift values Ax;; and Ay,;. In
the first assumption, we ignore the curvature of the Earth’s surface and small altitudes of
observational points h;. For this case, we can write the expressions for the correction of altitude in
the first assumption AH4:

AHA (X2 — X1 — AX21) = Ho - AX1 + Cax;

AHA (Y2 — Y1 — Ay21) = Ho - Ayz; + Cay. (1)

Here X, and Y, are coordinates of camera location projected to the NLC a priori layer (we had
chosen X; =y; = 0 for the first camera). Rewriting these equations for camera pairs (2-1), (3-1), ...
(M-1), where M is the total cameras number, we find the value of AH4 by the least squares method.
Initially unknown constants Cax and Cay are also found to take into account possible errors of NLC
fragment position in the frame of the first camera, for which Ax;; = Ay;; = 0. As it was noticed in
(Ugolnikov, 2024), “flat” value of NLC altitude correction is already good, the error rarely exceeds
0.1 km. However, we can clarify the procedure, taking into account the curvature of the Earth and
non-zero altitudes of observation sites. A number of coordinate transformations is needed for this.

At this stage we assume the Earth to be spherical with radius R. The cloud element is projected to
the a priori layer at coordinates (Xn, Yn). We define the layer coordinate system on the Earth’s
surface analogous to (X, y) system at a priori altitude of NLC. The centre of this system is located
on the Earth’s surface below the cloud element:

R
X2 :(Xl,z _XN) R—+ Ho;
2:(y1,2_yN)R+HO- (2)

Then we consider the Cartesian coordinate system (Xg, Yg, Zg) With center at the approximated NLC
fragment position with altitude Hy + AH, above the Earth surface. Axis zg is directed downwards to
the Earth’s center, and Yg is parallel to the Earth’s meridian below the cloud (see Figure 2). The
coordinates of the observation points are:

Xgio = =(R+ h1 2) Sm(X1 z/R) X, -1+ hl,Z/R);
Yei2 = (R+ hl,z) Sm(ym /R) = Yi2 -(1+ h1,2/ R);

X
Zy, =R+H +AH , —(R+h,,) cos([X%, + Y5, /R) = H + AH, + 12 J12 2+ Vi

-h,..
’ €)
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Figure 3. NLC field in the evening, July 3, 2023, 19:48 UT, projected onto a priori layer from four
observation locations signed with the same color. Three bright NLC fragments being analyzed in
the next figure are shown as the example.

Approximations in the last equation can be used for camera altitudes below 1 km and clouds
observed high above the horizon. However, exact analysis is necessary if mountain or balloon-
borne experiment is planned, and NLC near the horizon are considered. The shift of the image 2
relatively image 1 is small, and we can consider it as a straight line. Projections of this displacement
on the axes X and y at a priori layer are:

X X

ZE2 ZEI

Ay,, = AH [& —hj +C,.

Zg) g, (4)
Again, terms Cx and Cy are added to fix possible position errors of the fragment in the first camera.
The value of AH is found by the data of the camera set by the least squares method. Then it can be
used as approximate value AHa to repeat the procedure, 3 or 4 iterations are enough for this
process.

Figure 3 shows the example of NLC field projections onto a priori layer basing on the observations
from four locations. The fields are painted in different colors for clarity, positions of observational
sites are shown by the dots with the same colors. These fields visually coincide, but actually
correlation analysis has revealed the displacements of order of 1 km. Since the observation sites
during this twilight were practically aligned from north to south, the fields are shifted along the y-
axis. However, X-axis analysis was also conducted, contributing to the errors of altitude definition.

Dependencies of y-shift relatively the basic camera (white field) on the site position along the y-axis
are shown in Figure 4 for three bright NLC fragments contoured in Figure 3. Dashed lines
correspond to the second expression in equation (1), which is used to find the altitude correction
AH, and then AH, the difference between them is less than 0.02 km for these three fragments.
Running this procedure for various fragments and moments of time, we build the maps of mean
NLC altitude during the twilight.
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Figure 4. Displacement of the NLC field on a priori surface compared the first camera in basic
observational point for three fragments shown in Figure 3 (the same color). Arrows show the
positions of observation sites, the same color as in Figure 3. Note that double-camera
measurements were conducted in “white” and *““blue” locations, the dots corresponding to the
common site are separate but close to each other.

4. NLC altitude statistics

Figure 5 shows the maps of NLC altitudes built by triangulation technique, one map for each
observed twilight in 2020-2024. Positions and character angles of view of the cameras involved to
the measurements during each twilight are shown, all-sky cameras are marked by the circles.

We see that NLC altitudes are almost totally in the interval from 79 to 84 km. Statistical distribution
of NLC fragments is presented in Figure 6 in square-weighted and brightness-weighted forms:
distributions of sums of square and sums of brightness of clouds fragments with definite altitudes. It
is expected that brightness-weighted distribution is shifted to the lower altitudes, since NLC ice
particles are characterized by sharp dependence of scattering coefficient on particle radius. The
largest particles form in the bottom of the layer where the temperature is below the frost point
(Fiedler et al., 2003; Baumgarten et al., 2010). Altitude-size relation for NLC particles were
confirmed by limb satellite measurements (von Savigny et al., 2005). Altitude difference between
mesopause and the layer of maximum ice density reaches 4 km during the summer temperature
minimum epoch, as it was registered by satellite observations (Li et al., 2024).

Lower slope of brightness-weighted altitude profile is sharper than upper slope, the same is
predicted by models (Turco et al., 1982; Rapp and Thomas, 2006; Liibken et al., 2007) and seen in
lidar (von Zahn et al., 2004; Ridder et al., 2017; Schéfer et al., 2020) and satellite results
(Christensen et al., 2016). However, the mean profile obtained by NLC triangulation is about 1-1.5
km lower than lidar and satellite profiles. It is also below the typical profiles of polar mesosphere
summer echoes (Li et al., 2010).
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Figure 6. Brightness- and square-weighted distribution of measured NLC altitudes in 2020-2024.

Altitudes of noctilucent clouds are further averaged over the space and time for each twilight. These
mean altitudes change during the summer cold mesosphere season, as we can see in Figure 7. Close
to the moment of temperature minimum, from last days of June to early July, altitudes vary over the
whole interval from 79 to 84 km. During the early season stage in the middle of June, the clouds
appear only above 82 km according to triangulation, since the frost layer rarely reaches lower
altitudes. This behavior of mean NLC altitude with minimum at the mid-season was noticed in limb
satellite measurements (Li et al., 2024) and reflects the mean temperature distribution, as it was
noticed in lidar results and model calculations (Liibken et al., 2008).

If NLC field observed by all-sky RGB camera in basic observation point is expanded covering the
significant part of the sky, we have the alternate opportunity to estimate the mean altitude using the
color measurements of clouds as they immerse into the shadow of ozone layer and then troposphere
(“umbral” altitude, Ugolnikov, 2023a) and comparison with radiative scattering model. Results are
plotted in Figure 8, the agreement is seen. Umbral altitudes are also shown in Figure 7 for the
twilights when they were measured. The comparison can be the test of contribution of multiple
scattering in observed intensity of NLC. This effect can lead to overestimation of umbral altitude
and upward shift of experimental data in the Figure 8. It was noticed during the night of July 3,
2023 (Ugolnikov, 2024), but here we see that the umbral altitude does not significantly exceed the
triangulation altitude, the mean difference with account of errors is about 0.5 km. This can be used
as the numerical criterion for radiative transfer models for NLC conditions and confirms the
possibility to use two independent methods to measure the NLC altitude by ground-based camera
network.

5. Discussion and conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced the network of photographic and photometric cameras at the
distance 50-100 km from each other. This is optimal for triangulation survey of noctilucent clouds.
Altitude measurements of NLC are actual, since negative trend related with atmosphere shrinking is
possible. As found by models (Liibken et al., 2018), it was basically driven by increase of CO; in
mesosphere.
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Possible problem in long-term trend study of NLC is related with change of measuring techniques
and difference of altitudes depending on the method. It is known that bright visible clouds are
usually lower than mean altitude measured by lidars (Fiedler et al., 2005), the difference can reach 2
km (Gerding et al., 2021). This is related with higher detection threshold for visible NLC
(Baumgarten et al., 2009) and sharper dependence of scattering at small angles on the particle size
compared with backscattering fixed by lidars. Visible NLC are principally contributed by large
particles in the bottom of the frost layer in the mesosphere. This effect can be a possible reason of
stable NLC altitude as the result of von Zahn (2003), where historical triangulation data was
compared with lidar measurements near the end of 20st century. We also add that mean NLC
altitude in mid-latitudes is typically lower than in high latitudes where polar mesospheric clouds are
mostly studied (Liibken et al., 2008).

Square-weighted average altitude of NLC is found to be 81.4 km, brightness-weighted average (or
mean optical) altitude is 80.9 km. The height of brightest clouds is 80.1 km. These values are below
the historical triangulation values by Jesse (1896) and visual altitudes estimated during 20st century
(Gadsden and Schroder, 1989). Further observations are needed for confirming this as the display of
negative trend of altitude of NLC. We have to take into account the significant season dependence
of NLC altitude, here all clouds registered before or during the solstice were higher than 82 km.

Another goal of the paper was to check the “umbral” technique of mean altitude estimation
suggested by Ugolnikov (2023a). It is based on the same photometric data of 2020-2024 fixed by
all-sky cameras in basic site of the central camera set, but the principle of altitude measurement is
completely different. Comparison of the results shows the good agreement, average excess of
umbral altitude possibly related with multiple scattering contribution is about 0.5 km. Using this
result, we can update the radiative transfer model and improve the accuracy of alternate estimation
of NLC by ground camera survey.

RGB-camera network can be used not only for altitude measurements, but also for building the
maps of mean particle size (Ugolnikov, 2024). This requires accurate camera calibration, using a
number of the same cameras is optimal. Now we have such data only for the night of July 3, 2023,
described in the paper referred above, but further updates are planned. In the case of bright and
well-structured clouds, we can also update the fragmentation procedure and analyze the tiny cloud
fragments, fixing their horizontal and vertical motion and evolution of microphysical properties.
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This will be a good test for the models of ice nucleation, evolution and evaporation in the
mesosphere.
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