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Abstract 

The response of the magnetosphere to interplanetary drivers depends on their type. The reliability of their 

identification affects the conclusions of the analysis of connections between the solar wind and the 

magnetosphere. In this work, we analyze the list of moderate and strong geomagnetic storms and their 

interplanetary sources for the period 2009 - 2019, presented in the work of Qiu et al. It is shown that some of 

the events in this list were identified incorrectly, and their interpretation differs in ~20% of cases from our 

catalog by Yermolaev et al. (http://www.iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/) for types of solar wind Sheath, ICME and 

CIR, and in ~28% of cases from the Richardson and Cane catalog for ICME. Using the unadjusted list of 

Qiu et al. may lead to incorrect identification of interplanetary drivers of magnetic storms and erroneous 

conclusions. It is recommended to use the classification of interplanetary events from catalogs of events 

accepted by the scientific community as reference ones. 

 

1. Introduction 

 Solar-terrestrial physics includes the study of the totality of all possible interactions of helio- and 

geophysical phenomena [1,2]. The discovery of the connection between magnetospheric disturbances and 

the appearance of the southern (southward) component of the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) was one 

of the fundamental results in solar-terrestrial physics, which was obtained at the very beginning of the space 

era [3-7] and determined the main direction of research for subsequent decades. Since in the stationary solar 

wind (SW) the IMF lies in the ecliptic plane (i.e., there is no IMF component normal to the ecliptic plane), 

the stationary solar wind does not lead to disturbances of the magnetosphere, and all magnetospheric 

disturbances are associated with disturbed types of solar wind (so called interplanetary drivers: (1) a coronal 

mass ejection body (ICME, including MC magnetic clouds and Ejecta), (2) a compression region in front of 

the fast ICME (sheath), and (3) a compression region in front of the fast coronal hole outflow (CIR) [8-12]. 

 Subsequent studies showed that the response of the magnetosphere to the southward component of the IMF 

differs in different types of drivers, i.e. the response of the magnetosphere additionally depends on the type 

of driver (see, for example, [13-23] and references therein), which is (1) the efficiency of generating 

magnetic storms according to the “output/input” criterion, where “input” refers to the parameter of the 
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interplanetary driver, and under the “exit” is the geomagnetic index, the highest is observed in sheath, and 

the lowest in Ejecta; (2) both types of compression, CIR and sheath, are similar to each other, but the 

compression ratio in sheath is usually achieved higher; (3) both types of ICME, MS and Ejecta, have similar 

parameters, but in MS a higher MMF is observed. The above property of solar-terrestrial connections makes 

it very promising to study the response of the magnetosphere to variations in interplanetary conditions in 

various types of solar wind, since it allows us to study the response of the magnetosphere for several sets of 

specific conditions characteristic of disturbed types of solar wind. In addition to problems of studying the 

generation of various magnetospheric-ionospheric disturbances of the Earth by the solar wind, identification 

of solar wind types is also widely used in problems in solar physics and heliosphere physics. During the 

space era, a large amount of statistical material has been collected on measurements of solar wind 

parameters near the Earth (see http://omniweb.gsfc.nasa.gov and article [24]) and a large number of studies 

have been published.     

As an analysis of a large number of publications has shown, this approach has serious methodological 

problems. Most works, as a rule, use a fairly limited set of events without a sufficiently detailed description 

of the nomenclature and procedures for identifying solar wind types. This often does not allow one to verify 

the analyzed sets of interplanetary drivers and draw reliable conclusions, confirmed by several studies. Some 

of the work uses incorrect data sets or incorrect methods for analyzing them. Some overview of the most 

common errors with examples is contained in our article [23] and in the references given therein. Here we 

will only briefly mention that in addition to those works in which it is obvious that the authors use incorrect, 

different from generally accepted, criteria for identifying interplanetary drivers (for example, [25]), there is a 

class of works in which such errors are not obvious. They are usually related, either 

 (1) using incorrect data from previously published works (for example, work [26], which uses incorrect data 

on the identification of SW types from the list of Shen et al. [27] or work [28], which used the results of 

incorrect identification contained in the list [29] or 

 (2) considering the so-called “CME-driven” event. As shown above, a CME observed near the Sun in 

Earth’s orbit can generate 2 geoeffective events: an ejection (Ejecta/MC) and a compression region in front 

of it (sheath), which have different characteristics [11, 23, 30] and, as a consequence, , different response of 

the magnetosphere [19, 23]. When considering CME-driven events (without their selection for Ejecta/MC 

emission and sheath compression region), a certain “average phenomenon” that does not exist in nature with 

an unknown contribution from 2 different drivers is studied. The results obtained in this way, in our opinion, 

have no physical meaning, since they characterize only a certain “average” course of parameters for a 

specific set of different events, which may differ from any similar set due to different contributions from 

Ejecta/MC and sheath, i.e. .e. the results depend on the sample of events used and are random in nature. 
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 The above shows that the methodological errors of this approach are not related to the object of research, 

but are exclusively subjective in nature, since the authors of the studies (and reviewers of the relevant 

articles) do not pay enough attention to methodological issues of research, as a result of which the number of 

publications in which there are no scientific conclusions. As we have already indicated [23], this problem is 

easily solved by introducing into scientific circulation catalogs of SW events, accepted by the scientific 

community as reference ones. We saw no objections to this proposal. However, there is currently no 

organizational and financial support for this idea. At the same time, there are at least 2 catalogs that cover 

several solar cycles in time and have more than 10
2
 references in the literature, which could form the basis 

of such a catalog agreed upon by the scientific community. 

1. Catalog of large-scale types of solar wind, which has been developed for more than a quarter of a century 

at the IKI RAS (http://www.iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/ [31]). This catalog includes 1-hour data from 1976 through 

3-6 months of OMNI+ database updates and intervals of the following 7 large-scale (>10
6
 km) solar wind 

types: 

quasi-stationary types (1) Heliospheric current sheet, HCS, (2) slow flows from the region of coronal 

streamers, Slow, (3) fast flows from the region of coronal holes, Fast, and perturbed types (4) compression 

regions between the slow and fast types of flow - corotating interaction regions (CIR), (5) areas of 

compression between the slow type of flow and rapid manifestations of CME (ICME), Sheath, and (6, 7) 2 

variants of ICME, - Ejecta and magnetic cloud ( MC), which are distinguished by a higher and more regular 

interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) in the MC compared to Ejecta. The classification of solar wind 

phenomena used is generally accepted (for more details, see [23]); the method for identifying types is 

described in detail in [31]. 

2. Catalog of Near-Earth Interplanetary Coronal Mass Ejections I.G. Richardson and H.V. Cane 

(https://izw1.caltech.edu/ACE/ASC/DATA/level3/icmetable2.htm), which includes ICME measurement 

data since 1996. Due to the fact that this catalog, in addition to interplanetary data on SW, includes solar 

information on CME obtained using coronagraph measurements, this catalog is very popular for problems in 

the physics of the Sun and the heliosphere, but it has limited application for problems in geophysics. This is 

due to the fact that this catalog does not include data on the important interplanetary driver of 

magnetospheric disturbances - CIR. In addition, the catalog considers a composite CME-driven 

phenomenon, including shock wave, Ejecta/MC and sheath, as an ICME. As noted above, to obtain a 

rigorous scientific result in geophysics, it is necessary to carry out additional selection of such “ICMEs” into 

their two geoeffective parts: Ejecta/MC and sheath. For individual sets of events, we carried out such work 

on selecting phenomena from the Richardson and Cane catalog and comparing them with the results of our 

catalog (see, for example, works [23, 30]) and references in them, and the agreement between the data of 
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both catalogs is about 13%. It should be noted that we did not set a special task for a systematic comparison 

of the two catalogs, and such work was carried out when assessing the reliability of the identification of 

interplanetary drivers and conclusions in some published studies, in which the authors of these works 

neglected a detailed description of methodological issues. Below, as an illustration, we present one of the 

latest similar works, compare it with the data of the two mentioned catalogs and give a conclusion about the 

reliability of driver identification and the conclusions made by the authors. 

 In a recent work [32], the authors study the excitation on Earth of 149 magnetic storms (MS) with Dstmin ≤ 

50 nT by various interplanetary drivers over the period of the 24th solar cycle (2009–2019). This work could 

be of scientific interest if the following shortcomings were absent. As follows from the text of the article, the 

authors are aware of the presence of two widely used databases of solar wind types, the catalog of 

Richardson, I.G., and H.V. Cane and our catalog at IKI RAS. Although the specified databases contained 

data on the types of drivers for the specified intervals at the time of preparation of the manuscript, the 

authors chose not to use the published results in the specified databases, but to conduct their own 

identification of drivers. There are no results of a quantitative comparison of the results of our own analysis 

with the results of other similar studies in [32], and the authors limited themselves to the differences with the 

above bases by saying “Although these inconsistencies are ineluctable but they put little to no effect on our 

findings"), which do not contain quantitative characteristics. The work and the reference to the methodology 

[33] contained in the work describe the qualitative criteria of ICME (only the body of the CME, sheath is not 

mentioned at all in the article [33]), which do not allow reproducing the analysis of the source data and 

verifying the list of events. The purpose of this work is to compare the results of identifying interplanetary 

drivers from [32] with the identification of the same events using the databases of Richardson, I.G., and 

H.V. Cane and IKI RAS to obtain quantitative estimates of the degree of agreement between the 

identification of drivers of these databases and the reliability of the database data used in the article [32]. 

 

2. Methodology 

In this work, we analyze 3 different data sources that provide the results of identifying the types of SWs and 

interplanetary drivers for the same time interval (2009-2019) that is used in [32]. 

(1) Results of identification of interplanetary drivers of magnetic storms (MS) with Dst < -50 nT in the 

period 2009-2019 in the list of Qiu et al (see Table 1 in [32], 

(2) Data from the catalog of Yermolaev et al., [31] of interplanetary phenomena, which includes the results 

of identification of large-scale types of SW Sheath, ICME (separately MC or Ejecta) and CIR for the period 

1976-2022 and which is freely available on the website of the IKI RAS at http://www.iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/ 

(or ftp://ftp.iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/ via ftp protocol). 
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(3) Richardson and Cane catalog data [34] for the “ICME“ phenomena 

(https://izw1.caltech.edu/ACE/ASC/DATA/level3/icmetable2.htm), including both the CME body and the 

region squeezing Sheath in front of him. 

  Our methodology for identifying SW phenomena is based on experimental data that showed that the Sheath 

and CIR compression regions are characterized by an increase in velocity, density, temperature and plasma 

β-parameter, while in ICME these parameters decrease. The detailed procedure for analyzing data from the 

OMNI and OMNI2 databases (see http://omniweb.gsfc.nasa.gov and article [24] and the identification of 8 

types of SVs is described in [31]. For analysis, we use intervals for the following types and subtypes: 

- IS/Sheath/Ejecta – Sheath intervals, accompanied by a preceding shock wave and a subsequent Ejecta 

interval, 

- Sheath/Ejecta - Sheath intervals without a preceding shock wave and with a subsequent Ejecta interval, 

- Ejecta – Ejecta intervals without a preceding Sheath interval 

- IS/Sheath/MC - Sheath intervals, accompanied by a preceding shock wave and a subsequent MC interval, 

- Sheath/MC - Sheath intervals without a preceding shock wave and with a subsequent MC interval, 

- MC - MC intervals without a preceding Sheath interval, 

- CIR - CIR intervals without a preceding shock wave 

- IS/CIR - CIR intervals from the previous shock wave. 

Annual lists of intervals of various types of  SW in the form of text files containing the start and end times of 

intervals of various types of SW, located in the catalog http://www iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/catalog/. 

The results are presented in graphical and digital form and are freely available on the IKI RAS website 

http://www.iki.rssi.ru/pub/omni/. The technique described in our previous article [30] was also used. When 

using this method, the time course of the parameters for the selected event was compared with the course of 

these parameters averaged over a set of one or another type of SW over 25 years [36, 35], i.e. Not only the 

values of the parameters were compared, but also their dynamics over time. 

  We compared the results of identifying the types of SW events from the list of Qiu et al with the 

identification in the Yermolaev et al. catalog and the Richardson and Cane catalog. Since the Richardson 

and Cane catalog does not contain data on CIR, only data from Qiu et al, classified by the authors as ICME 

and Sheath, were analyzed for comparison with this catalog. The results are discussed in detail in the next 

section. Also in the next section are some examples with measurement data from the Yermolaev et al. 

catalog for intervals for which the interpretation differs in the list of Qiu et al.3.  

 

Results. 
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 In this section, we first (in Section 3.1) present the statistical results of comparing the identification of types 

of SW events in the list of Qiu et al., in the catalog of Yermolaev et al., and the Richardson and Cane 

catalog. We then (in Section 3.2) take a closer look at some of the events that have different identities across 

these three directories. 

 

3.1. Directory comparison statistics 

 

 In column 2 of Table. Table 1 presents 149 moderate and strong geomagnetic storms and their 

interplanetary sources for the period 2009–2019, generated by various types of SW (ICME, CIR, SH - 

Sheath, as well as the types of SW Complex and Unknown) according to the list of Qiu et al. The next two 

columns show a comparison with the catalog of Yermolaev et al. for the same intervals: in column 3 “+” and 

“-” indicate a match or mismatch of drivers, column 4 indicates the identification of drivers in the catalog of 

Yermolaev et al. (MC - magnetic cloud , MCsh is the magnetic cloud after the Sheath compression region, 

EJ is the Ejecta piston, EJsh is the Ejecta piston after the Sheath compression region, SHej is the 

compression region in front of the fast Ejecta, SHmc is the compression region in front of the fast MC, SW 

is the unperturbed SW). The 5th column shows the presence (“+“) or absence (“-“) of an event from the list 

of Qiu et al. in the Richardson and Cane catalog, which includes only events of the ICME and Sheath type, 

and the 6th column is a match of event identification in the Yermolaev et al. and Richardson and Cane 

catalogs. 

 

 Our analysis of events, presented in Table. 1 shows a noticeable discrepancy between the identification of 

drivers and the catalog data of Yermolaev et al., which amounts to 19.5% of cases (out of 149 events, 29 

events have discrepancies in identification). Table 2 in this work contains links to the drawings of the 

Yermolaev et al. catalog for 29 events that have differences in the identification of the Qiu et al list from 

Table. 1., and uses the same driver type designations. 

 

 Of the 81 events listed by Qiu et al that are labeled by the authors as ICME or Sheath, 

23 events are missing from the Richardson and Cane catalogue, i.e. in ~28% of cases in this catalog they are 

not identified as Sheath or ICME. Since the nomenclature of SW types in the Yermolaev et al. and 

Richardson and Cane catalogs differs, the differences in identification according to these catalogs can be 

estimated approximately as 13%. 

Thus, analysis of data from three catalogs of SW types shows that a significant number of identified events 

from the list of Qiu et al differ from both the Yermolaev et al. catalog and the Richardson and Cane catalog. 
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Results of comparison of identifications of some events Table. 1 presented in various catalogs are discussed 

in detail below. 

 

3.2. Interpretation of events that have discrepancies in the list of events Qiu et al. 

 

55 events out of 149 in the list of Qiu et al are marked by the authors as type CB CIR (Table 1). 

According to the catalog by Yermolaev et al., 10 events have differences: 

- 5 events numbered 11, 16, 109, 115, 134 are identified as ICME with preceding Sheath events, 

- 3 events numbered 66, 89, 143 are identified as Sheath followed by ICME, 

- 2 events 137 and 149 from the list of Qiu et al fall on the SW (unperturbed SW). 

Let's consider the event marked in the list by Qiu et al as CIR number 134 with the time 31.VIII.2017 

12.00 UT (hereinafter world time). This event is the minimum of the MS with Dst = -50 nT, identified in our 

catalog as Ejecta with a preceding Sheath with a shock (see Fig. 1 and Table 2). 

In Fig. 1 (and further in Fig. 1-5) shows the time course of the parameters located on 7 panels (from 

top to bottom), with the boundaries of the event highlighted by vertical lines: 

1st panel: β-parameter – ratio of thermal pressure to magnetic pressure (filled circles), T/Texp – 

relative temperature of SW protons (crosses), 

NkT is the thermal pressure of SW (unfilled diamonds), Na/Np is the ratio of the concentrations of 

alpha particles to protons (unfilled triangles). 

Panel 2: B – IMF value (filled circles), Bz – IMF component (crosses), Bx – IMF component 

(unfilled triangles), DB – gradient (increment) of the IMF value over an interval of 6 hours (unfilled 

diamonds). 

Panel 3: T – plasma (proton) temperature (filled circles), Texp – expected average temperature at the 

measured SW velocity (crosses). 

Panel 4: N - SW concentration (filled circles), mnV
2
 (indicated as nV

2
 in the figure) – kinetic 

pressure of SW (crosses), DN – gradient (increment) of plasma concentration over an interval of 6 hours 

(unfilled diamonds) 

Panel 5 - V – SW speed (filled circles), DV6 – gradient (increment) of the speed value over an 

interval of 6 hours (crosses). 

Panel 6: Kp – index (solid line), Ey – electric field (crosses). 

Panel 7: Dst – index (black line), Dst* – adjusted Dst index (crosses). 

 In the above interval, an increase in V is observed, accompanied by an increase in T, N, plasma β-

parameter, B, NkT and mnV
2
 (nV

2
). This behavior of the parameters is typical for the compression regions 
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CIR and Sheath [37,38], but since after this region the SW Ejecta type is observed (decrease in parameter 

values: the magnitude of the magnetic role B, the thermal value of the solar wind NkT, plasma density N, 

velocities V), then this event is identified as Sheath. The MB minimum with a minimum of Dst = -50 nT and 

a date of 31.VIII.2017 12.00 is located within this Ejecta interval. 

  Similarly, events 11, 16, 109 and 115, according to our catalog, are observed within ICME 

intervals, with a preceding Sheath and with a shock wave (Table 2), and not CIR intervals. 

  Events 66, 89, and 143 from the list of Qui et al (Table 1), marked as CIR, are identified in our 

catalog as Sheath followed by ICME. 

  Let us consider in detail event 66 with the minimum time of MB on November 9, 2013, 09.00 and 

Dst = –80 nT. In Fig. Figure 2 highlights the interval in which the minimum MB falls on Sheath 

(accompanied by an increase in the values of T, N, plasma β-parameter, B, NkT and mnV
2
 (nV

2
) as noted 

above, this behavior of parameters is typical for this type of SW and is observed before Ejecta ( decrease in 

the values of parameters B, NkT, V, N)). 

  For events 66, 89, 143 in Table. 2 contains information about the figures in the catalog of 

Yermolaev et al. 

  Events 137 and 149 from the list of Qiu et al (Table 1) according to our catalog fall on the SW 

(unperturbed SW). The CIR interval for event 137 ended 50 hours before the MS minimum (10/14/2017 

06:00 with Dst = –52 nT), and for event 149 17 hours before the MS minimum (09/01/2019–09 07:00 with 

Dst = –52 nT ). Links to figures in the catalog by Yermolaev et al. are presented in Table. 2. 

The Richardson and Cane catalog identifies events 16, 109, 66 as ICME rather than CIR. 

Event 58, according to the interpretation of Qiu et al., falls on Sheath, and according to the catalog by 

Yermolaev et al., on Ejecta (see Fig. 3 and Table 2), since this interval is characterized by a decreasing 

velocity, a moderate magnitude of the magnetic field and low values of temperature, concentration and beta 

parameter. It should be noted that the Ejecta region was observed approximately 24 hours after the arrival of 

the interplanetary shock wave, but the question is whether this shock wave is associated with the Ejecta (i.e., 

whether the Sheath region precedes the Ejecta as observed in Fig. 4) or no, it requires additional research 

and is beyond the scope of this article. 

  Events 39, 45, 63, 135 of the list by Qiu et al, according to the interpretation of the authors of the 

list, are in the ICME, and according to the catalog of Yermolaev et al. they are observed in the Sheath 

interval. 

Let us consider in detail event 39 with a minimum at 11.00 on September 3, 2012 and Dst = -69 nT. 

According to Fig. 4 (see Table 2) the MS minimum falls on Sheath, which is characterized by an increase in 

velocity V on the shock wave at the beginning of the interval, accompanied. 
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4. Discussion and conclusions 

In this work, we examined the results of identifying all interplanetary drivers of magnetic storms presented 

in the list of Qiu et al. In order to assess the reliability of the proposed identification of interplanetary storm 

drivers, we compared these results with the identification of these intervals in our Yermolaev et al. catalog 

and the data from the Richardson and Cane catalog. In Section 3, we examined events that, according to our 

methodology, were identified incorrectly. In Table. 1 and 2, the results of the analysis are presented. Of all 

the events listed by Qiu et al in Table. 1 of this work, and comparing them with data from the catalog of 

Yermolaev et al. and Richardson and Cane, we draw the following conclusion. 

  (1) Of the 149 events listed by Qiu et al according to the catalog by Yermolaev et al., 29 have differences 

in identification and only 9 of the 29 events are in the Richardson and Cane catalog. 

(2) In Qiu et al's list of 81 events labeled ICME or Sheath, 23 events are missing from the Richardson and 

Cane catalogue. 

(3) Under certain assumptions, the differences in driver identification in the Yermolaev et al. catalog and in 

the Richardson and Cane catalog can be estimated as 20 out of 149 events. This value is consistent with the 

previously obtained estimate of differences of about 13% for these catalogs. 

Thus, the identification of interplanetary driver types in the list of Qiu et al differs from the identification in 

the Yermolaev et al. catalog in 19% and the Richardson and Cane catalog in ~28% of events. In our opinion, 

the differences in identifying drivers are significant, and using the results of the list of Qiu et al without 

explanations from the authors can lead to false conclusions in problems studying the connections between 

interplanetary and magnetospheric phenomena. As we have already indicated [23], this problem is easily 

eliminated if we use the identification of interplanetary events from catalogs of events accepted by the 

scientific community as reference ones. 
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Fig. 1. Time course of parameters of the interplanetary medium and magnetospheric indices from August 27 

to March 3, 2017. (see description in text). Event 134 of the list by Qiu et al with a minimum on August 31, 

2017 12.00 with Dst = –50 nT according to the catalog of Yermolaev et al. falls within the Ejecta interval. 
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Fig. 2. Same as fig. 1. Event 66 of the list by Qiu et al with a minimum at 09.11.2013 09.00 with Dst = –80 

nT according to the catalog of  Yermolaev et al. falls into the Sheath interval. 
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Fig. 3. Same as fig. 1 Event 58 of the list by Qiu et al with a minimum of MS at 10.VII.2013 22.00 with Dst = –56 nT 

according to the catalog of  Yermolaev et al. falls within the Ejecta interval. 
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Fig. 4 Same as fig. 1 Event 39 of the list by Qiu et al with a minimum of MS on 3.IX.2012 11.00 with Dst = –

69 nT according to the catalog of  Yermolaev et al. falls within the Sheath interval.   
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Fig. 5. Same as fig. 1. Event 22 of the Qiu et al list with a minimum of MS on January 25, 2012 11.00 c Dst 

= –75 nT. According to the catalog by Yermolaev et al., it falls into the CIR interval. 
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Table 1. Statistics comparing Yermolaev’s data with Richardson and Cane. 

№ List of Qiu et al  Yermolaev et al. Catalog 

Richardson  

and Cane 

 Date, time, Dstmin, type СВ identifie

r Qiu et 

al 

identifier identifier  

Qiu et al 

identifier  

Ермолаев 

1 22.VII.2009  07.00  –83  CIR + CIR - + 

2 16.II.2010  00.00  –59  ICME    - SW - + 

3   6.IV.2010    16.00  –81  ICME  + MCsh +  + 

4 12.IV.2010  02.00  –67  SH  + SH/Ejsh +  + 

5 2.V.2010    19.00  –71  CIR  + CIR - + 

6 29.V.2010  13.00  –80  ICME  + MCsh +  + 

7   4.VIII.2010  02.00  –74  SH  + SH +  + 

8 11.X.2010  20.00  –75  CIR  + CIR - + 

9    4.II.2011   22.00  –63  CIR  + CIR - + 

10   1.III.2011   15.00  –88  CIR  + CIR - + 

11 11.III.2011   06.00  –83  CIR  - EJsh -  - 

12   6.IV.2011  20.00  –60  SH  - SW -  + 

13 28.V.2011  15.00  –80  ICME  + MCsh +  + 

14   5.VII.2011  01.00  –59  Complex  + SW - + 

15   6.VIII.2011  04.00  –115 SH  + CIR +  - 

16 10.IX.2011  05.00  –75   CIR  - MCsh +  + 

17 17.IX.2011  16.00  –72   SH+ICME  + MCsh +  + 

18 27.IX.2011  00.00  –118 SH  + MCsh +  + 

19 25.X.2011  02.00  –147 SH+ICME  + MCsh +  + 

20   1.XI.2011  16.00  –66   ICME  - SW + - 

21 22.I2012   22.00  –70   SH  + SHmc -  - 

22 25.I.2012  11.00  –75  SH  - CIR - + 

23 15.II.2012  18.00  –67  SH+ICME  + EJsh +  + 

24 19.II.2012  05.00  –63  CIR  + CIR - + 

25 27.II.2012  20.00  –57  SH+ICME  + SHmc +  + 

26  4.III.2012   03.00  –50  ICME  + EJ +  + 

27  7.III.2012   10.00  –88  CIR  + CIR - + 

28  9.III.2012   09.00  –145 SH+ICME  + MCsh +  + 

29 12.III.2012  17.00  –64   SH  + SH -  + 

30 15.III.2012  21.00  –88   SH  + SH +  + 

31 28.III.2012  05.00  –68   CIR  + CIR - + 

32   5.IV.2012  08.00  –64   ICME  - SW - + 

33 13.IV.2012  06.00  –60   CIR  + CIR - + 

34 24.IV.2012  05.00  –120  ICME + MCsh + + 

35 12.VI.2012  02.00  –67   ICME  + EJ - - 

36 17.VI.2012  14.00  –86   ICME  + MCsh + + 

37   9.VII.2012  13.00  –78   ICME  + EJsh + + 

38 15.VII.2012  17.00  –139 SH+ICME  + MCsh + + 

39   3.IX.2012  11.00  –69   ICME  - SHej + + 

40   5.IX.2012  06.00  –64  Complex  + SHej/EJ + + 

41   1.X.2012  05.00  –122 ICME  + MCsh + + 

42   9.X.2012  09.00  –109  SH+ICME + MCsh + + 
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43 13.X.2012  08.00  –90    ICME  + EJsh + + 

44   1.XI.2012  21.00  –65    ICME  + MCsh + + 

45 14.XI.2012  08.00  –108  ICME  - SHej + + 

46 18.I.2013  01.00  –52    ICME  + EJsh + + 

47 26.I.2013  23.00  –51    CIR  + CIR - + 

48   1.III.2013  11.00  –55    CIR  + CIR - + 

49 17.III.2013  21.00  –132  SH+ICME  + EJsh + + 

50 29.III.2013  18.00  –59    CIR  + CIR - + 

51   1.V.2013  19.00  –72    ICME  + SW + + 

52 18.V.2013  04.00  –61    SH  + SHej - - 

53 25.V.2013  07.00  –59    SH  + SHej - - 

54   1.VI.2013  09.00  –124  CIR  + CIR - + 

55   7.VI.2013  06.00  –78    ICME + MC + + 

56 29.VI.2013  07.00  –102  ICME  + EJsh + + 

57   6.VII.2013  19.00  –87    ICME  + EJsh + + 

58 10.VII.2013  22.00  –56    SH  - EJ - - 

59 14.VII.2013  23.00   –81   ICME  + EJsh + + 

60   5.VIII.2013  03.00   –50   CIR  + CIR - + 

61 27.VIII.2013  22.00   –59   CIR  + CIR - + 

62   2.X.2013  08.00   –72   SH  + SHmc + + 

63   9.X.2013  02.00   –69   Unknown  - SHej + + 

64 31.X.2013  00.00   –56   Complex  + SW - + 

65   7.XI.2013  13.00  –50   SH  - SW - + 

66   9.XI.2013  09.00  –80   CIR  - SHej + + 

67 11.XI.2013  08.00  –68   SH  + SHej - - 

68   8.XII.2013  09.00  –66   CIR  + CIR - + 

69 19.II.2014  09.00  –119  ICME  + EJsh  - - 

70   20.II.2014  13.00  –95   SH  - SW - + 

71 22.II.2014  02.00  –64   ICME  + EJ + + 

72 23.II.2014  20.00  –55   Complex  + sw - + 

73 28.II.2014  00.00  –97   SH  - CIR - + 

74 12.IV.2014  10.00  –87   ICME  + EJ + + 

75 30.IV.2014  10.00  –67   ICME + EJsh + + 

76 27.VIII.2014  19.00  –79  ICME + MC - - 

77 13.IX.2014  00.00  –88  ICME + MCsh + + 

78   9.X.2014  08.00  –51  Complex + SW - + 

79 28.X.2014  02.00  –57  Unknown + SW - + 

80 10.XI.2014  18.00  –65  Unknown + SW - + 

81 16.XI.2014  08.00  –59  Unknown + SW - + 

82 12.XII.2014  17.00  –53  Unknown - CIR - + 

83 22.XII.2014  07.00  –71  ICME + MCsh + + 

84 24.XII.2014  01.00  –57  SH - SW - + 

85   4.I.2015  22.00  –71  ICME - CIR - + 

86   7.I.2015  12.00  –99  ICME + MC + + 

87 18.II.2015  01.00  –64  CIR + CIR - + 

88   8.II.2015  08.00  –56  CIR + CIR - + 

89   2.III.2015  09.00  –55  CIR - SHej - - 

90 17.III.2015  23.00  –222 SH+ICME + MCsh + + 

91 11.IV.2015  11.00  –75  ICME + MCsh + + 

92 17.IV.2015  00.00  –79  CIR + CIR - + 

93 11.V.2015  05.00  –51  ICME + MCsh + + 
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94 13.V.2015  07.00  –76  CIR + CIR - + 

95   8.VI.2015  09.00  –73  CIR + CIR - + 

96 23.VI.2015  05.00  –204 SH+ICME + MCsh + + 

97 25.VI.2015  20.00  –86 ICME + MCsh + + 

98   7.V.2015  06.00 –67 CIR + CIR - + 

99 13.VII.2015  16.00 –61 ICME + EJsh + + 

100 23.VII.2015  09.00 –63 Complex - CIR - + 

101 16.VIII.2015  08.00 –84 SH+ICME + MCsh + + 

102 19.VIII.2015  07.00 –50 Complex + SW - + 

103 27.VIII.2015  21.00 –92 ICME + EJsh + + 

104   7.IX.2015  21.00 –70 SH + SH/MCsh - - 

105   9.IX.2015  13.00 –98 ICME + MCsh + + 

106 11.IX.2015  15.00 –81 CIR + CIR - + 

107 20.IX.2015  16.00 –75 SH + SHej - - 

108   7.X.2015  23.00 –124 CIR + CIR - + 

109   4.XI.2015  13.00 –60 CIR - EJsh + + 

110   7.XI.2015  07.00 –89 SH + SH/MCsh + + 

111 10.XI.2015  14.00 –58 CIR + CIR - + 

112 20.XII.2015  23.00 –155 ICME + MCsh + + 

113   1.I.2016  01.00 –110 SH+ICME + EJsh - - 

114 20.I.2016  17.00 –93 ICME - SW + - 

115   3.II.2016  03.00 –53 CIR - EJsh - - 

116 16.II.2016  20.00 –57 CIR + CIR - + 

117   6.III.2016  22.00 –98 CIR + CIR - + 

118   3.IV.2016  00.00 –56 CIR + CIR - + 

119   8.IV.2016  01.00 –60 ICME + EJsh - - 

120 13.IV.2016  06.00 –55 CIR + CIR - + 

121 14.IV.2016  21.00 –59 ICME + EJ + + 

122   8.IV.2016  09.00 –88 CIR + CIR - + 

123   3.VIII.2016  11.00 –52 SH - CIR2 - + 

124 23.VIII.2016  22.00 –74 CIR + CIR - + 

125   1.IX.2016  10.00 –59 CIR + CIR - + 

126 14.X.2016  00.00 –104 ICME + MCsh + + 

127 25.X.2016  18.00 –59 CIR + CIR - + 

128 29.X.2016  04.00 –64 CIR + CIR - + 

129   1.III.2017  22.00 –61 CIR + CIR - + 

130 27.III.2017  15.00 –74 CIR + CIR - + 

131 22.IV.2017  17.00 –50 CIR + CIR/ SW - + 

132 28.V.2017  08.00 –125 ICME + MCsh + + 

133 16.VII.2017  16.00 –72 SH + SHmc + + 

134 31.VIII.2017  12.00 –50 CIR - EJsh - - 

135   8.IX.2017  02.00 –124 ICME - SHmc + + 

136 28.IX.2017  07.00 –55 CIR + CIR - + 

137 14.X.2017  06.00 –52 CIR - SW - + 

138   8.XI.2017  02.00 –74 CIR + CIR - + 

139 18.III.2018  22.00 –50 CIR + CIR - + 

140 20.IV.2018  10.00 –66 CIR + CIR - + 

141   6.V.2018  02.00 –56 CIR  + CIR - + 

142 26.VIII.2018  07.00 –174 ICME + MCsh + + 

143 11.IX.2018  11.00 –60 CIR - SHej - - 

144   7.X.2018  22.00 –53 CIR + CIR - + 
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145   5.XI.2018  06.00 –53 CIR + CIR - + 

146 11.V.2019  22.00 –51 SH+ICME + MC + + 

147 14.V.2019  08.00 –65 SH+ICME + SHmc + + 

148   5.VIII.2019  21.00 –53 CIR + CIR - + 

149   1.IX.2019  07.00 –52 CIR - SW - + 
* Column contents Table.1: 

1-  column – event numbering 

2- column – date and time of events (minimum MS) in day-month-year hour.min format (UT), Dst index value at minimum MS, 

type СВ in minimum MS list Qiu et al  (ICME - interplanetary coronal mass ejections (Ejecta, MC), SH – shell Sheath, SH+ICME 

- combination of shells and interplanetary coronal mass ejections, CIR - corotating interaction areas,  Complex- сложные 

конструкции,  Unknown (Unknown) -  missing data and poor data quality. 

3- column – type match identifier СВ on the list Qiu et al  al with catalog Yermolaev et al. : (“+“ или “-“ means a match or non-

match of the event).  

4- column -  type SW according to the catalog of Yermolaev et al. at a minimum MS, the time of which is indicated in the 2nd 

column. 

5- column – presence of an event in the list Richardson and Cane (“+“ или “-“means a match or non-match of the event ICME).  

6- column – catalog event match Yermolaev et al. and catalog Richardson and Cane. Since the catalog R were previously 

“coarsened” to catalog nomenclature ichardson and Cane contains only events “ICME“,  then the data to the catalog Yermolaev 

et al. were previously “coarsened” to catalog nomenclature Richardson and Cane, included only “ICME“ amd “no-ICME“ 

 

Table 2. Links to figures in the catalog by Yermolaev et al., for events that have differences in the 

identification of the list by Qiu et al from Table 1. 

№ List of events Qiu et al  Type

СВ 

ftp://ftp.iki.rssi.ru/pub/ 

omni/catalog/ 

ftp://ftp.iki.rssi.ru/pub/ 

omni/ 

11 11.III.2011  06.00  –83    CIR EJsh 2011/20110226c.jpg 2011/20110305jpg 

16 10.IX.2011  05.00  –75    CIR MCsh 2011/20110910c.jpg 2011/20110903.jpg 

2011/20110910.jpg 

109   4.XI.2015  13.00 –60    CIR EJsh 2015/20151008c.jpg 2015/20151029.jpg 

115   3.II.2016  03.00 –53     CIR EJsh 2016/20160129c.jpg 2016/20160129.jpg 

134 31.VIII.2017  12.00 –50 CIR EJsh 2017/20170813c.jpg 2017/20170827.jpg 

66   9.XI.2013  09.00 –80    CIR SHej 2013/20131105c.jpg 2013/20111053.jpg 

89   3.VI.2015  09.00  –55   CIR SHej 2015/20150226c.jpg 2015/20150226.jpg 

143 11.IX.2018  11.00 –60    CIR SHej 2018/20180910c.jpg 2018/20180910.jpg 

137 14.X.2017  06.00 –52      CIR SW 2017/20171008c.jpg 2017/20171008.jpg 

149   1.IX.2019  07.00 –52    CIR SW 2019/20190813c.jpg 2019/20190827.jpg 

58 10.VII.2013  22.00  –56   SH EJ 2013/20130618c.jpg 2013/20130709c.jpg 

39   3.IX.2012  11.00  –69   ICME SHej 2012/20120812c.jpg 2012/20120902.jpg 

45 14.XI.2012  08.00  –108  ICME SHej 2012/20121108c.jpg 2012/20121111.jpg 

63 9.X.2013  02.00  –69 Unknown SHej 2013/20131008c.jpg 2013/20131008.jpg 

135 8.IX.2017  02.00 –124 ICME SHej 2017/20170715c.jpg 2017/20170903.jpg 

22 25.I.2012  11.00  –75  SH CIR 2012/20120101c.jpg 2012/20120122.jpg 

73 28.II.2014  00.00  –97   SH CIR 2014/20140226c.jpg 2014/20140226.jpg 

82 12.XII.2014  17.00  –53Unknown CIR 2014/20141203c.jpg 2014/20141210.jpg 

85 4.I.2015  22.00  –71  ICME CIR 2015/20150101c.jpg 2015/20150101.jpg 

100 23.VII.2015  09.00 –63 Complex CIR 2015/20150716c.jpg 2015/20150723.jpg 

123 3.VIII.2016  11.00 –52 SH CIR 2016/20160715c.jpg 2016/20160729.jpg 

2 16.II.2010  00.00  –59  ICME    SW 2010/20100129c.jpg 2010/20100216.jpg 

12   6.IV.2011  20.00  –60  SH SW 2011/20110326c.jpg 2011/20110402.jpg 

20   1.XI.2011  16.00  –66   ICME SW 2011/20111008c.jpg 2011/20111029.jpg 

32   5.IV.2012  08.00  –64   ICME SW 2012/20120325c.jpg 2012/20120401.jpg 

65 7.XI.2013  13.00  –50   SH SW 2013/20131105c.jpg 2013/20131105.jpg 

70   20.II.2014  13.00  –95   SH SW 2014/20140129c.jpg 2014/20140219.jpg 

84 24.XII.2014  01.00  –57  SH SW 2014/20141203c.jpg 2014/20141224.jpg 

ftp://ftp.iki.rssi.ru/pub/
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114 20.I.2016  17.00 –93 ICME SW 2016/20160101c.jpg 2016/20160115.jpg 
* Column contents Table.1: 

1, 2 column – similarly Тable. 1  

3- column – type СВ events according to the catalog Yermolaev et al. 

4, 5- column -  name of the drawing file in the catalog Yermolaev et al. 

 


