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Abstract 

We analyzed intense geomagnetically induced currents (GICs) recorded during a complex 

space weather event observed on 23–24 April 2023. Two geomagnetic storms characterized by 

SYM-H intensities of -179 nT and -233 nT was caused by southward IMF Bz of -25 nT in the 

sheath fields and -33 nT in the magnetic cloud (MC) fields. GIC observations were divided into 

two local time sectors: nighttime (1700–2400 UT on 23 April) GICs observed during the 

interplanetary sheath magnetic storm, and morning sector (0200–0700 UT on 24 April) GICs 

observed during the MC magnetic storm. By using the direct measurements of GIC on several 

substations of Karelian-Kola power line (located in the north-west portion of Russia) and gas 

pipeline station near Mäntsälä (south of Finland), we managed to trace the meridional profile of 

GIC increase at different latitudes. It was shown that the night sector GIC intensification (~18-42 

A) occurred in accordance with poleward expansion of the westward electrojet during substorm. 

On the other hand, the intense morning sector GICs (~12-46 A) were caused by Ps6 magnetic 

pulsations. In addition to the Ps6 pulsations, comparable in intensity morning GIC (~44 A) was 

associated with a local substorm-like disturbance caused by a high density solar wind structure, 

possibly a coronal loop portion of an ICME.  

 

Keywords: geomagnetically induced currents, substorm, westward electrojet, geomagnetic 

pulsations, interplanetary shock, coronal loop  

 

1. Introduction 

It is known that during geomagnetic disturbances electric fields are induced, which in turn can 

create intense, low-frequency (~0.001–1 Hz), quasi-direct currents in terrestrial technological 

networks, called geomagnetically induced currents (GICs; Barlow et al., 1849; Varley, 1873; 

Campbell, 1980; Akasofu & Aspnews, 1982; Viljanen et al., 2006; Pulkkinen et. al. 2005; Lakhina 

et al., 2021; Tsurutani and Hajra, 2023). It has been established that the most severe impact of 

geomagnetic disturbances on technological systems are GICs, associated with sudden changes in 
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the geomagnetic field (dB/dt > 1 nT s-1; Pilipenko, 2023). Rapid changes in the geomagnetic field 

may be associated with interplanetary shocks or solar wind plasma parcel impingements upon the 

Earth’s magnetosphere (see Tsurutani & Hajra, 2021, and references therein). GICs are the final 

link in the communication chain: Sun – solar wind – magnetosphere – ionosphere – Earth’s surface 

(Tsurutani et al., 2021). At the same time, the intensity of GICs depends not only on the intensity 

of magnetic disturbances, but also on the location and configuration of the technological system 

where such currents are induced (e.g. Lui et al., 2018; Clilverd et al., 2021). In present day 

technology, lengthy power lines are increasingly being built to transmit large volumes of energy 

over long distances, and GIC levels have become 2–3 times higher than those observed 20 years 

ago during magnetic storms of the same intensity (Molinski, 2002).  

Control over the excitation of GICs in technological systems is carried out in many countries 

located in both high and middle geomagnetic latitudes (e.g. Kelly et al., 2017; Mac Manus et al., 

2017; Clilverd et al., 2021; Watari et al., 2021). In the north-west of Russia, the Polar Geophysical 

Institute together with Northern Energetic Research Centre in the frame of EC grant EURISGIC 

(2011-2014) built a system for monitoring such currents in the solidly grounded neutral wire of 

autotransformers in the existing Karelian-Kola power transmission line (Viljanen, 2011; Viljanen et 

al., 2012; Sakharov et al., 2007; 2016; Selivanov et al., 2023).  

The GIC variations at substations in north-west Russia has been studied since 2011, and it was 

found by Sakharov et al. (2019) that intense GICs were associated mainly with interplanetary 

coronal mass ejections (ICMEs) and related phenomena (interplanetary sheaths). Similar results 

were obtained for GICs recorded on the Mäntsälä gas pipeline. It was shown that 91% of days with 

GIC peaks > 10 A were associated with ICMEs (Huttunen et al., 2008). Based on an analysis of 

the Mäntsälä GIC data from 1999 to 2019, it was found that ~51% of GIC > 10 A peaks are 

associated with interplanetary sheaths, ~44% with magnetic clouds (MCs), and ~3% with 

corotating interaction regions (CIRs; Tsurutani et al., 2021; Hajra, 2022a). Intense GIСs were 

observed during intense and long-duration auroral substorms (Hajra, 2022b, Despirak et al., 2022). 
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In addition, the GIС increase can be influenced by local disturbances of the geomagnetic field 

associated with the development of magnetic pulsations, omega band structures in auroras, etc. 

(Oliveira et al., 2017; Vorobjev et al., 2018; Apatenkov et al., 2019; Kozyreva et al., 2020; Lakhina 

et al., 2020; Yagova et al., 2021; Sakharov et al., 2022). Recently it has been established that the 

main sources of GIC growth at auroral zone latitudes are the intensification and poleward 

movement of the westward electrojet current during substorm expansion phases (Despirak et al., 

2022 and 2023) as well as Pc5 pulsations, usually observed during the recovery phase of substorms 

(Setsko et al., 2023). 

Note that in the absence of GIC registration data, their intensities are studied using ground-

based magnetometer data by identifying rapid geomagnetic field changes (dB/dt), so-called 

“spikes” (e.g., Ngwira et al., 2018; Dimmok et al., 2019; Schillings et al., 2022). Large dB/dt bursts 

have been shown to be controlled by solar activity and have been observed predominantly in pre-

midnight, morning and pre-noon magnetic local times (MLTs) (Milan et al., 2023). Milan et al. 

(2023) suggested that it is possible that these large bursts are associated with the substorm onsets 

(pre-midnight sector), omega bands (morning sector), and Kelvin-Helmholtz instability (pre-noon 

sector). Moreover, other studies of GIC increase during very intense substorms, so called 

supersubstorms (SSS) (Tsurutani et al., 2015) showed that large dB/dt bursts occurred during the 

SSS periods in the latitude band of 60°–75°. 

The aim of the present work is to study of sources GICs during the space weather event 

occurring on 23–24 April 2023. Extremely intense GIСs (up to 46 A) were recorded at substations 

in the north-west of Russia and in Finland. 

 

2. Data 

At this work we use following data. In the frame of EC grant EURISGIC (2011-2014), the Polar 

Geophysical Institute, together with the Northern Energetic Research Centre of the KSC RAS, 

created and subsequently maintain the system for monitor GICs in the existing Karelian-Kola 

power transmission line with a length of over 800 km (http://eurisgic.ru/). The network includes 

http://eurisgic.ru/
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five stations: “Vykhodnoy”, “Revda”, “Titan” (Murmansk region), “Loukhi” and “Kondopoga” 

(Republic of Karelia). At each substation uses Hall sensors that directly measure the currents 

flowing into the ground through the grounded neutral wire of autotransformers. Positive values 

mean GICs going into the ground (Sakharov et al., 2007; 2016; Barannik et al., 2012; Selivanov 

et al., 2023). We use also the data from the east-west aligned gas pipeline station located near 

Mäntsälä, Finland (https://space.fmi.fi/gic/index.php).  

Figure 1 shows the scheme of the GIC recording points (red and white dots with data and no 

data at selected time, respectively) and the location of the IMAGE magnetometers (black dots). 

Geographical coordinates of the substations, the data of which were used in the work: Vykhodnoy 

(VKH) (68.8° N, 33.1° E), Kondopoga (KND) (62.2° N, 34, 3°E), Mäntsälä (MAN) (60.6° N, 

25.2° E). The whole list of the coordinates and names used in this work IMAGE magnetometers 

and GIC registration stations are given in Table 1. It can be seen that the observation zone occupies 

a wide area in latitude, extending from subauroral to high latitudes, and GIC registration occurs at 

geographic (geomagnetic) latitudes from ~60° to ~69° (from ~57.3° to 65.5°). Note that this 

location corresponds to latitudes where substorm disturbances are usually observed.  

The spatial distribution of the substorm electrojets was determined using the magnetometers of 

the IMAGE (http://space.fmi.fi/image/) and SuperMAG (http://supermag.jhuapl.edu/) networks 

(Gjerloev, 2009; Newell and Gjerloev, 2011). The onsets of substorms have been determined by 

sharp onsets of negative bays in the magnetic X-component of the most equatorial station of the 

meridional chain PPN-NAL. Maps of the distribution of ionospheric equivalent currents were 

taken from the MIRACLE website (https://space.fmi.fi/MIRACLE) (Viljanen and Häkkinen, 

1997). 

The IL-index was taken from IMAGE network and shows the variation of the magnetic field at 

the selected IMAGE stations, that is, it is similar to the AL index. The PC-index was taken from 

the International Service of Geomagnetic indices (ISGI, https://isgi.unistra.fr). 

Figure 1 

https://space.fmi.fi/gic/index.php
http://space.fmi.fi/image/
http://supermag.jhuapl.edu/
https://space.fmi.fi/MIRACLE
https://isgi.unistra.fr/
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The solar wind and IMF parameters, SYM/H and ASY/H indexes were taken from the 

CDAWeb data service (https://cdaweb.gsfc.nasa.gov/). 

 

3. Solar wind conditions and geomagnetic activity 

Solar wind and interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) parameters for the period from 00 UT on 

April 23 to 24 UT on April 24, 2023 are given in Figure 2. The figure shows from top to bottom: 

the magnitude (BT) of the IMF; the Y- and Z-component of the IMF (BY, BZ); the flow speed (V), 

the density (N), temperature (T), and dynamic pressure (P) of solar wind, and the geomagnetic 

indices PC, ASYM/H and SYM/H. On April 21, 2023, at ~20:40 – 21:40, an M1.7 class solar flare 

occurred. The flare location was almost exactly on the Sun-Earth line. After a powerful flare, a 

huge prominence broke off from the Sun, forming a portion of a coronal mass ejection (CME: 

Illing and Hundhausen, 1986). It should be noted that the prominence did not reach the Earth with 

the rest of the interplanetary CME (ICME). The ICME reached the Earth on April 23 at ~17:30 

UT and an interplanetary shock (IS) was detected, followed by the sheath region and magnetic 

cloud (MC). The shock had a Mach number of 2.7, and was quasiperpendicular: kB = 81 deg. The 

sheath was present from ∼17:30 UT on April 23 to ∼01:50 UT on April 24, and the MC period 

lasted from ~01:50 UT to ~22:20 UT on 24 April. The boundaries are marked by the red rectangles 

and inscription “Sheath” and “MC”, respectively. It can be seen that there were two following 

periods BZ<0 during the sheath (BZ~-25 nT) and at the beginning of the MC (BZ~-33 nT). The first 

southward BZ is caused by shock compression of preexisting southward Bz (Tsurutani et al. 1988). 

These two periods BZ < 0 led to the development of two strong magnetic storms. The first storm 

(with peak SYM/H of – -179 nT) was observed during the Sheath; the second storm occurred 

during MC (with peak SYM/H of – -233 nT). On April 23, 2023, from ~18:00 UT to 21:00 UT, 

there were three substorms registered by IMAGE chain, blue vertical lines indicate their onsets. 

But note, that Figure 2 presents the moments of substorm onsets rather schematically since the 

time interval is quite long.  

Figure 2 

https://cdaweb.gsfc.nasa.gov/
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More details on the magnetic storm development and geomagnetic activity are presented in 

Figure 3. The top panels shown the variations of SYM/H and IL indexes, the bottom panels the 

variations of GICs at substations Vykhodnoy (VKH) and Kondopoga (KND). It is seen that before 

midnight there were 4 substorms (IL ~ –515 nT, ~ –1512 nT, ~ –1345 nT and ~ –574 nT). This 

sector is marked by the green rectangle in Figure 3. This period is associated with the first magnetic 

storm (~17:30 – 24 UT on 23 April). During second storm, the intense geomagnetic activity was 

observed during ~02 – ~07 UT on 24 April connected to geomagnetic pulsations and one intense 

substorm-like disturbance (peak of IL ~ –1900 nT) at ~04:00 UT on 24 April. These two time 

sectors are marked by green rectangles and are designated the “First interval” and “Second 

interval”, respectively. During this complicated magnetic activity strong GICs were registered at 

MAN, KND and VKH. The largest GICs 42 A were observed at ~ 20:30 UT and -42 A at ~20:45 

UT on 23 April, 46 A at 03:35 UT and 44 A at ~04:00 UT on 24 April, 2023. The entire data 

analysis was divided into these two intervals. The First interval was associated with the study of 

GICs observed in the premidnight sector, during the sheath storm. The Second interval was 

observed in the morning sector, during the MC storm. The GICs that occurred during these two 

intervals on the Karelian-Kola power line (VKH and KND stations) and on the Mäntsälä (MAN 

station) pipeline will be considered in more detail below.  

 

4. Observations  

a) First interval 

The magnetic disturbances and GIСs registrations for the First interval, from 16 to 24 UT on April 

23 are shown on Figure 4. The left panel shows the variations of X component of IMAGE 

magnetometers from Tartu (TAR) to Ny Ålesund (NAL), TAR-NAL chain (a), the maps of 

latitudinal profile of the westward and eastward electrojets, calculated by the MIRACLE system, 

are located on the upper right panel (b). The location of GICs substations (VKH, KND, MAN) are 

marked by horizontal red dashed lines. Below this panel, there are GIC profiles (red lines) with 

Figure 4 

Figure 3 
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the corresponding magnetic components of the nearest IMAGE station (black lines) (c). For these 

nearest stations – Lovozero (LOZ) is close to VKH, Hankasalmi (HAN) is close to KND and 

Nurmijärvi (NUR) is close to MAN –variations of X- and Y component of magnetic field are 

presented. On this two panels the geographical latitudes (GLAT) are used. Three periods of 

different magnetic disturbances and large values of GIC (17:30 – 18:30 UT, 19:00 – 20:10 UT, 

20:20 – 21:00 UT) are marked by horizontal blue, green and purple bars, respectively. 

According to variations in the X-component, the disturbances began at ~17:40 UT 

(corresponding to the moment of arrival of the IS shock wave at the Ranua (RAN) - Ny Ålesund 

(NAL) chain stations simultaneously, with the westward electrojet observed only at high-latitude 

stations: Bear Island (BJN) - Ny Ålesund (NAL), and the eastward electrojet observed at lower 

latitudes. Registration of negative bays only at high latitudes indicates the development of a so-

called polar substorm at ~17:40 UT (Despirak et al., 2018; Kleimenova et al., 2023). The onset of 

the substorm was near the SOR station, and strong variations in the Y and Z components were 

recorded there (not shown in Figure 4 for brevity). As a result, very strong GICs (~-32 A) at ~ 

17.45 UT were recorded at the VKH station, close to the onset of the polar substorm. While at the 

lower latitude stations KND and MAN only small GICs (~2-3 A) were detected, which 

corresponded to magnetic disturbances associated with the arrival of the magnetospheric 

magnetosonic wave induced by the interplanetary shock wave.  

Rapid movements of the westward and eastward electrojets from high to lower latitudes (from 

75° to 62° GLAT) was observed from ~18:30 to ~19 UT, during the growth phase of the second 

substorm. At ~19:00 UT the second substorm began, with sharp negative bays recorded at the TAR 

to RAN stations. As a result, intense GICs at ~19:09 UT occurred at the KND (~8A) and MAN 

(~27A) stations, close to the substorm onset. At the VKH station, intense GICs (~30A) were also 

recorded, which may have been caused by a sharp movement of the electrojet towards the equator 

during the substorm growth phase. 
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The next intense substorm began at ~19:30 UT, disturbances were observed in a wide region 

from TAR (~58°GLAT) to NAL (~75°GLAT). Figure 4b shows the development of equivalent 

westward (blue color) and eastward (yellow color) currents. It is seen the westward electrojet 

jumped poleward during the expansion phase of this substorm. The electrojet started at ~19:30 UT 

at NUR, then reached SOR at ~19:45 UT and finally appeared at BJN at ~20:08 UT. The expansion 

phase of the substorm is marked by a horizontal green line in Figure 4c. It is also noted that the 

substorm consisted of 3 intensifications recorded at SOR at ~19:45, ~19:52 and ~20:05 UT (Figure 

4a). Accordingly the spatial-temporal structure of the westward electrojet development were 

related to GIC peaks observed at MAN (~27 A) and KND (~14 A) at ~19:30 UT, and at VKH 

(~18 A, ~18 A, ~32 A) at ~19:46, ~19:56 and ~20:09 UT. 

The strongest GIC (-42 A) was observed at VKH at ~20:43 UT, when there were large negative 

(~ –1500 nT) and positive (~750 nT) bays in the X- and Y- components in LOZ, respectively 

(Figure 4c). Note that, due to location of the Karelian-Kola power line and by Faraday’s law of 

induction, increase of the GIC at VKH and KND stations will be mainly driven by rapid change 

in the Y-component of the magnetic field (Setsko et al., 2023). As seen from Figures 4a and 4b, 

these strong magnetic disturbances were associated with the appearance of a new substorm during 

the recovery phase of the previous substorm. The new substorm interval is indicated by a purple 

horizontal line at the Figure 4c. Negative bays began at ~20:30 UT on NUR station. The bays 

appeared at SOR at ~ 20:45 UT, and were even stronger at PEL and RAN (Figure 4a). The most 

intense westward electrojet was observed ~67° GLAT (Figure 4b). Corresponding GICs were 

observed at ~20:30 UT at MAN (~12A) and at KND (~8A). 

Figure 5 shows the solar wind and IMF conditions before onset of third substorm observed at 

the recovery phase of second substorm, i.e., from 20:00 to 20:40 UT on April 23. Variations of the 

magnitude BT, BX, BY and BZ components of the IMF and proton density (NP) are shown. Note 

that Figure 5 is obtained by data from the Wind satellite. The propagation time delay from WIND 

to Earth was ~35 min. It is seen that BZ component turned northward at ~20.12 UT that possibly 

Figure 5 
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triggered the third substorm, which included large variations of the Y-component of the 

geomagnetic field. It resulted in the highest recorded GIC (~42A) at Vykhodnoy station for first 

interval, from 17 to 24 UT on 23 April, 2023. 

 

b) Second interval 

The magnetic disturbances and GIСs for the Second interval, from 00 to 08 UT on April 24, 

2023 are shown on Figure 6. The format of Figure 6 is similar to that of Figure 4. Strong 

disturbances of the magnetic field and the intense GIC were registered from ~ 02 UT to ~07 UT 

on April 24. Note that this period corresponded to the second storm which was caused by the 

prolonged period of southward BZ of the IMF (~ –33 nT) during the MC (Figure 2). The minimum 

SYM/H (~ –233 nT) occurred at ~03 – 05 UT on 24 April. The interval of intense GICs 

corresponded to main phase of the second magnetic storm. As seen from Figure 6a and 6b, the 

geomagnetic pulsations were observed during time period from ~02 UT to ~07:30 UT. From the 

Finnish induction magnetometer data, Pi1 pulsations were registered at auroral stations, moreover 

the amplitude of these pulsations was larger at NUR station (60.5°GLAT) then at SOD station 

(67.3°GLAT) (not shown for brevity). During the same period, from ~02:30 to ~07:00 UT, in 

addition to irregular Pi1 pulsations, Ps6 pulsations with periods ~20–30 min are also noted in the 

magnetograms (Figure 6). As a result, intense GIC peaks occurred at many ground stations: from 

~ 02 to ~06 UT at MAN (~10–35 A), from ~ 03 to ~05:40 UT at KND (~7–15 A), and from ~ 03 

to ~07:20 UT at VKH (~15–45 A).  

Note that the strongest GICs at VKH (~45 A) were during periods when strong disturbances 

were observed in both the LOZ station X- and Y- components, at ~03:30-03:50 UT and at~ 04:00 

UT. Stronger GICs at KND were -9 A at ~03:15 and -15 A at ~03:53 UT, correspondingly to peaks 

in Y-component at HAN. A strong GIC at MAN (-35 A) occurred at~ 03:56 UT which 

corresponded to the strongest peak in the X- component at the NUR. The period of the strong 

Figure 6 
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magnetic disturbances and the corresponding largest GICs (03:50 – 04:10 UT) is marked by a 

horizontal blue line (Figure 6c).  

It is interesting to note that the strongest GIС occurred almost simultaneously at ~04:00 UT at 

all stations (VKH, KND, MAN) and were associated with maximum negative and positive bays in 

the X- and Y-components. We suggest that the GICs are not due to magnetic pulsations, but to 

other phenomena that occurred during this period of time interval. Figure 7a presented the solar 

wind and IMF conditions for short period from 02:50 UT to 03:20 UT on April 24, 2023. The 

format of Figure 7a is similar to that of Figure 5. Note that Figure 7a is obtained by WIND data 

with a propagation delay of ~37 min. It is seen that at ~03:02 UT the density increased from ~5 to 

45 protons/cm3. The density jump was accompanied by the decrease in the magnitude BT from 

33.15 to 30.0 nT. This structure is a coronal loop propagated to 1 au (Galvin et al., 1987; Tsurutani 

et al. 1998). This is the first time that a coronal loop portion of an ICME has been found to be 

geoeffective. 

Figure 7b shows variations of components of the magnetic field at some SuperMAG stations, 

located at Siberia (IRT, NVS), the Urals (ARS) and the north of the Karelia region (WSE). The 

local strong negative bay was observed at all stations: at ~03:45 UT at IRT, NVS, ARS, at ~04:00 

UT at WSE. The disturbance was very local, and by duration, a prolonged ~15 minutes. Note that 

at WSE, located in the north of the Karelia region, this local disturbance was observed during 

strong geomagnetic pulsations (similar to the IMAGE stations). It can be seen that the strong GICs 

during Second interval on April 24 were also observed at ~03:50–04:00 UT, when the local 

substorm-like disturbance caused by the structure of the high-density solar wind/coronal loop was 

additionally superimposed. 

 

4. Discussion 

We studied intense GICs (~12-46A) detected during an unusual ICME event. Although the 

interplanetary event consisted of a fast magnetic cloud preceded by a shock and sheath, there was 

Figure 7 
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a high density region between the sheath and the magnetic cloud which appears to be a coronal 

loop. The loop is the first one detected at 1 au that has been found to be geoeffective. The sheath 

negative Bz fields caused a magnetic storm of -179 nT and the magnetic cloud negative Bz fields 

caused a second magnetic storm of -233 nT intensity.   

The main features of these two storms of interest in this paper are that the strong GICs observed 

in the pre-midnight for one storm and post-midnight (morning) sector for the other storm. The first 

storm was caused by a long period of southward BZ in the sheath preceding the MC.  The second 

magnetic storm was caused by a long interval of the southward BZ within a MC. At the same time, 

the region of north-west Russia and southern Finland, where the GICs registration stations are 

located, was in the night and morning sectors during the first and second storms, respectively.  

The first case of GIC observations during the first storm (from 17-24 UT) refers to the MLT 

night sector (20–03 MLT). For the second storm (02–07 UT) the stations were in the morning and 

noon sectors (05–11 MLT). As can be seen from Figures 4 and 6, large bursts of GICs (~10–45 A) 

occurred during both intervals. In the first interval, the sources of the GIСs were magnetic 

disturbances related to a substorm, during which an intensification of the westward electrojet and 

its poleward expansion were observed.  

For the second case, strong GICs were associated with Ps6 geomagnetic pulsations. As was 

shown recently, strong bursts (dB/dt) of magnetic field disturbances were distributed over different 

MLT sectors (in the pre-midnight, morning and daytime sectors). These GICs were associated with 

the onsets of a substorm (pre-midnight sector), omega bands (morning sector), and Kelvin-

Helmholtz instability (pre-noon sector) (Milan et al. 2023). It is known that Ps6 magnetic 

pulsations are observed in the morning sector, during the substorm recovery phase, and are 

considered a magnetic signature of spatially periodic optical auroras, known as omega bands 

(Safargaleev et al., 2005). The bright band auroral patches are caused by electron precipitation, 

and the set of Ps6 pulsations are generated by the associated current systems (Jorgensen et al., 

1999). That is, the source of strong magnetic disturbances in the morning sector are omega bands 
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or Ps6 pulsations, which can lead to strong GICs. Our observations confirmed that source of 

intense GICs during the second interval, in the morning sector, were Ps6 pulsations. It was also 

shown that the source of strong GIСs observed in the night sector during the first interval was 

associated with the onset of the substorm and its further development (the poleward expansion 

during the expansion phase). Our results are in agreement with Milan et al. (2023) that GICs 

sources can be divided into MLT sectors: in the pre-midnight sector these will be phenomenon 

connected with substorms, in the morning sector, with geomagnetic pulsations.  

The use of the extended meridional profile of the GICs registration stations made it possible to 

trace the increase of the intense GIC in accordance with the poleward expansions of substorms. 

GIC intensifications at different stations (MAN, KND, VKH) occurred simultaneously with the 

movement of the westward electrojet during the substorm expansion phase.  

It should be noted that in accordance with the geographic location of the GICs registration chain 

and Faraday’s law of induction, increase of the GICs at VKH and KND stations will be mainly 

driven by rapid change in the Y-component of the magnetic field, while at the MAN station in the 

X-component (Setsko et al., 2023). It was shown that the strongest GIC (~42A) during first 

interval, observed at ~20:45 UT on 23 April.2023, was related to the appearance of a new substorm 

intensification caused by the rotation of the IMF BZ to the north (Figures 4 and 5). Unlike the 

previous ones, this substorm was characterized by a strong positive disturbance in the Y- 

component, which led to the development of the strongest GIС during the first storm. 

During second interval, the strongest GICs (~45 A) was registered in all stations simultaneously 

at ~03:50 – 04:00 UT on 24 April (Figure 6). It was shown that it was connected with the local 

substorm-like intensification with intense pulsations. This local disturbance has been registered at 

magnetometers located in Siberia (IRT, NVS), the Urals (ARS), in the north of north of the Karelia 

region (WSE) and in the IMAGE magnetometers chain (Figure 6 and 7b). We believe that such 

local substorm-like intensifications may be caused by solar wind pressure pulses such as 

interplanetary shocks (Tsurutani and Hajra, 2023) and plasma parcels (Tsurutani and Hajra, 2015).  
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We would also like to note that our paper is in agreement with Akasofu and Aspnews (1982) 

that GICs could be related to substorm activity, but provides more detailed information. 

 

5. Conclusions 

The sources of intense GICs (~12–46A) detected during two magnetic storms on 23–24 April, 

2023 in electrical circuits in the north-west of Russia and on gas pipeline in Finland have been 

identified. Intense bursts of GIС occurred both at the first and second magnetic storms. For the 

first storm, in the night MLT sector, the source of the GIC was substorm development, while at 

the second storm, in the morning MLT sector, it was Ps6 geomagnetic pulsations. 

 GIC events occurred simultaneously with poleward expansions of the westward electrojet 

during the expansion phase of substorms. The strongest GIC (~42A) during first storm, 

observed at ~20:45 UT on 23 April.2023, has been related to the appearance of a new substorm 

intensification characterized by a strong positive disturbance in the Y- component.  

 It was established also that intense GICs (~15–46 A) in the morning sector were caused by 

Ps6 magnetic pulsations. But the comparable in intensity GIC (~45 A) was associated with a 

local substorm-like intensification caused by the magnetospheric impact of a high density 

structure in the solar wind (see also Tsurutani and Hajra for such cases causing supersubstorms). 

This plasma structure was the coronal loop portion of an ICME. This is the first time that a 

coronal loop has been shown to be geoeffective.  

 

Data Availability 

Datasets related to this article can be found at:  
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index); 

https://isgi.unistra.fr (PC-index); 
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Figure 1. 

The geographic map of GICs recording stations and nearby observatories for measuring 

geomagnetic variations both in the north-west of Russia and in Finland. Black dots – IMAGE 

magnetometer stations, red dots with a white border – used in work GIC registration stations, 

black dots with an orange border – the magnetometer stations closest to GIC registration stations, 

white dots – GIC registration stations with no data at selected time. 
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Figure 2. 

Solar wind and interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) parameters from 00 UT on 23 April to 24 UT 

April 24, 2023. From top to bottom: the magnitude (BT) of the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF); 

the Y- and Z-component of the IMF (BY, BZ); the flow speed (V), the density (N), temperature (T), 

and dynamic pressure (P) of solar wind, and the geomagnetic indices PC, ASYM/H and SYM/H. 

The boundaries of the sheath and magnetic cloud are marked by the red rectangles and inscriptions 

“Sheath” and “MC”, respectively; the onsets of substorms at the IMAGE chain are market by blue 

vertical lines.  
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Figure 3. 

Variations of the geomagnetic indexes and GIСs registrations from 09 UT on 23 April to 12 UT 

on 24 April, 2023. Two top panels show SYM/H and IL indexes (blue lines), two bottom panels - 

GIC data at Vykhodnoy (VKH) and Kondopoga (KND) (red lines). The first and second magnetic 

storms are marked by green rectangles and inscriptions “First interval” and “Second interval” 

respectively.  
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Figure 4. 

The first interval from 16 UT to 24 UT on 23 April 2023; a) the X component of TAR-NAL chain 

of IMAGE magnetometers from 16 UT to 24 UT. b) latitudinal profile of the westward (blue) and 

eastward (yellow) electrojets calculated by MIRACLE system from 16:00 UT to 23:00 UT, the 

location of VKH, KND and MAN stations are marked by horizontal red dashed lines; c) GICs data 

(red lines) with corresponding X- and Y-component of nearest IMAGE station (black lines) from 

16:00 UT to 23:00 UT. The period of the first, second and third substorms are marked by blue, 

green and purple bars, respectively. 
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Figure 5. 

Solar wind and IMF conditions from 20:00 to 20:40 UT on April 23, 2023. From top to bottom: 

the magnitude BT, BX, BY and BZ components of the IMF and proton density (NP). The time delay 

from WIND satellite to Earth's orbit is marked by inscriptions on the bottom panel. 

  



 

28 

 

 

Figure 6. 

The second interval from 00 to 08 UT on April 24, 2023. The format of Figure 6 is similar to 

Figure 4. The period of the substorm-like disturbance is marked by blue bar.  
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Figure 7. 

a) Solar wind and IMF conditions from 02:50 UT to 03:20 UT on April 24, 2023. The format of 

Figure 7a is similar to Figure 5.  

b) SuperMAG data from 00 UT to 10 UT on April 24, 2023. Variations of X- (black line), Y- (red 

line), Z- (green line) components of the magnetic field at two Siberian stations (IRT, NVS), at one 

Ural station (ARS) and one station located at the north of Karelia (WSE).  
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Table 1. 

A list of the coordinates and names used in work IMAGE magnetometers and GICs stations (in 

bold). The magnetometer stations nearby to GICs stations are underline and in italic. 

 

Station 

Code 

Station 

Name 

GGLAT 

(deg) 

GGLON 

(deg) 

GGMLAT 

(deg) 

GGMLON 

(deg) 

NAL Ny Ålesund 78.92 11.95 75.25 112.08 

LYR Longyearbyen 78.20 15.82 75.12 113.00 

HOR Hornsund 77.00 15.60 74.13 109.59 

BJN Bear Island 74.50 19.20 71.45 108.07 

SOR Sørøya 70.54 22.22 67.34 106.17 

MAS Masi 69.46 23.70 66.18 106.42 

VKH Vykhodnoy 68.83 33.08 65.53 112.73 

MUO Muonio 68.02 23.53 64.72 105.22 

LOZ Lovozero 67.97 35.02 64.19 114.46 

PEL Pello 66.90 24.08 63.55 104.92 

RAN Ranua 65.90 26.41 62.09 105.91 

OUJ Oulujärvi 64.52 27.23 60.99 106.14 

HAN Hankasalmi 62.25 26.60 58.69 104.54 

KND Kondopoga 62.22 33.08 58.89 109.51 

MAN Mäntsälä 60.60 25.20 57.29 102.05 

NUR Nurmijärvi 60.50 24.65 56.89 102.18 

TAR Tartu 58.26 26.46 54.47 102.89 

BRZ Birzai 56.17 24.86 52.30 100.81 

SUW Suwałki 54.01 23.18 49.97 98.70 

 


