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During the 23 April 2023 geospace storm, we observed chorus wave-driven energetic particle pre-
cipitation on closed magnetic field lines in the dayside magnetosphere. Simultaneously and in the
ionosphere’s bottom-side, we observed signatures of impact ionization and strong enhancements
in the ionospheric electric field strength, via radar-detection of meter-scale turbulence, and with
matching temporal characteristics as that of the magnetospheric observations (correlation coeffi-
cient = 0.78). During geospace storms, then, turbulent structuring as well as fast electrodynamics
in the dayside polar ionosphere can be driven by wave-particle interactions in the magnetosphere.

I. INTRODUCTION

The solar wind, a stream of plasma at various den-
sities, pushes against Earth’s magnetosphere, driving
large-scale electrical currents and plasma convection in
Earth’s ionosphere [1], ultimately brought about by mag-
netic reconnection, the interface between the terrestrial
and solar magnetic fields. The process transfers magnetic
flux from the dayside to the nightside [2]. On the Sun-
facing side of the magnetosphere, closed field-lines open
up to the solar wind, forming the magnetospheric cleft,
or cusp region [3], which plays host to plasma outflow
and particle precipitation [4, 5].

Poleward-moving auroral forms are frequently sighted
in the ionospheric cusp, and are manifestations of dayside
magnetic reconnection. They consist mostly of red auro-
ral arcs that drift poleward along with the reconnected
field-lines from the cusp and into the polar cap in pulses
[6–8], as is illustrated in Figure 1a). The pulsations re-
flect the temporal evolution in flux transfer events, mean-
ing that a study of the dynamics in one system is appli-
cable to the other [9, 10]. For this reason, the study
of poleward-moving auroral forms have yielded crucial
physical insight into the magnetosphere. Relevant for
the study at hand, such aurorae are invariably accom-
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FIG. 1. Panel a): Schematic drawing of the cusp at an
altitude of 350 km, showing the cusp, its extended mantle,
and the motion of traditional poleward-moving aurora forms.
Panel b): Schematic drawing of the dayside ionosphere at
an altitude of 100 km, showing the impact of the cusp pro-
ton aurora, as well as a high-energy diffuse aurora. The two
regions are separated by the open-closed field-line boundary
and act akin to a parallel-plate capacitor. The action may
push islands of ionization into the polar cap, if aided by day-
side reconnection.
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panied by fast plasma flow channels in the topside iono-
sphere [11, 12], with typical reported speeds ranging from
500 m/s to 2 km/s [13].

There are however observations of poleward-moving
forms that move faster than the magnetospheric con-
vection would imply [14], in counter-intuitive directions
[15], and some that occur on closed magnetic field-lines
[16], observations that challenge the accepted notion of
magnetic flux being peeled off from the magnetopause
into the polar cap [17]. In an attempt at reconciling the
field, Ref. [18] proposed that hot electrons from a day-
side plasma sheet [19] may precipitate in numbers suffi-
cient to produce a perturbation electric field that powers
fast poleward drift, a situation that we illustrate in Fig-
ure 1b).

Indeed, high-energy diffuse aurorae are a staple of the
dayside ionosphere [20–22], where the mechanisms re-
sponsible originate with chorus waves (and other waves)
near the magnetospheric equator; these cause pitch-angle
scattering of the local electron population into the loss
cone, and subsequent precipitation into Earth’s atmo-
sphere [23, 24]. Having high kinetic energy, dayside
diffuse aurorae will ionize the E-region, the bottomside
ionosphere [25], at altitudes even lower than the extant
extreme ultra-violet radiation from Sun would imply [26].

The above paragraphs describes the energy source for
the mechanism suggested by Ref. [18], and the resulting
fast motions are found in recent radar measurements of
fast-moving electric field structures in the E-region iono-
sphere [27]. Figure 1b) presents a schematic of the pro-
cess, and thereby summarizes the results of Ref. [27] and
the present letter: On the north-eastern flank of a region
containing diffuse aurorae, a series of super-fast turbulent
Hall flow channels manifested. Given the proximity to
the ion precipitation inside the cusp, an experiment akin
to a parallel-plate capacitor emerges. Aided by dayside
reconnection, the action may in the end transport plasma
into the polar cap, thereby seeding polar cap patches.

Since dynamic and active aurorae dissipate energy, the
question of what powers them strikes at the heart of the
ionosphere-magnetosphere coupling; the greater energy
flow from the solar wind down to Earth’s dense resistor of
an ionosphere. Whereas traditional poleward-moving au-
roral forms are powered directly by the coupling between
the cusp and the solar wind, we here evoke a mecha-
nism involving oscillatory magnetic energy and the par-
ticle populations near the magnetospheric equator. In
particular, whistler-mode chorus waves are the ultimate
source of free energy in the system under study (a bold
claim that is substantiated in a companion paper [27]).

The dataset used in the present letter consists of coher-
ent radar echoes from the unstable E-region, also called
the radar aurora [29]. In the companion paper, Ref. [27],
we present in detail observations of dynamic radar auro-
rae that would seem to drift poleward but mostly east-
ward, at a location equatorward of the cusp and on closed
magnetic field-lines, measured using the icebear radar.
icebear is a coherent-scatter radar [30] whose signal re-

flects off small (3 meters) Farley-Buneman Waves, un-
stable structures excited by the relative motion between
electrons and ions [31, 32]. The small-scale turbulence
dissipates fast, giving the radar aurora an ephemeral
quality. The apparent motion of the radar aurorae there-
fore measure the ionospheric electric field [33, 34].
Based on such electric field observations through a one-

hour interval during the onset of the 23 April 2023 geo-
magnetic storm, the present letter substantiates a series
of transient, turbulent Hall currents that formed on the
poleward side of dayside diffuse aurorae. In the compan-
ion paper, Ref. [27], we demonstrate that chorus-wave-
driven particle precipitation from the equatorial magne-
topause were ultimately responsible for producing these
turbulent Hall currents, and we infer a parallel-plate
capacitor-effect forming against proton precipitation in
the ionospheric cusp.

II. RESULTS

Figure 2 elucidates the state of the solar wind prior
to the 23 April 2023-storm (panels a, b), and then sum-
marizes the findings of our companion paper (panels c,
d). Our observations were made in full daylight around
noon during the geomagnetic storm’s main phase. At
17:35 UT the Sym-H index registered a storm sudden
commencement (Figure 2b), as well as intense pressure
oscillations, indicative of non-linear processes near the
magnetosheath, such as bow shock ripples and high-speed
jets [35], a source of free energy for the dayside iono-
sphere on closed field-lines [36]. The action is followed by
a severe southward turn of the interplanetary magnetic
field, with BZ < −20 nT sustained for around 2.5 hours
starting from around 18:30 UT (Figure 2a). This en-
abled an extreme equatorward shift of the auroral oval
[37].Further, a dense, storm-enhanced plume of plasma
originating near the equator drifted poleward along the
entire dayside northern hemisphere [38], and the interval
between 19 UT and 23 UT saw equatorial plasma bubbles
reaching sub-auroral latitudes [39].
Figure 2c summarizes the various velocities measured

during the one-hour interval between 18:30 UT and
19:30 UT over Rabbit Lake, in Canada. Measurements
from Superdarn are plotted in red and green, utilizing
(F-region) data both from a local radar and inferred from
the global convection model respectively. In blue circle
datapoints we show the icebear velocities, which are the
motions of E-region radar aurorae, as they appear and
disappear inside of the radar’s field-of-view. We note
that the icebear velocities often exceed 2000 m/s in
magnitude, and are generally much higher in magnitude
than the Superdarn-measured F-region drifts.
It is important to note that the bulk motion of plasma

structures in the E-region has long been poorly under-
stood. Individual turbulent structures generally do not
move faster than the local ion sound speed, that is, the
zero-growth condition for the Farley-Buneman instability
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FIG. 2. Panels a) and b): Solar wind parameters and geomagnetic activity index for the interval 17:30 UT – 19:30 UT on 23
April 2023, with a shaded gray area denoting the duration of the event under study. Panel a) shows the interplanetary magnetic
field BZ (black) and BY (red) components timeshifted to the bowshock [28]. Panel b) shows the Sym-H geomagnetic storm
index (black, left axis) and the solar wind dynamic pressure (red, right axis). Panels c) and d) show the apparent motions of
48 icebear 3D echo clusters that were detected and tracked between 18:30 UT and 19:30 UT on 23 April 2023 (blue datapoints).
Clusters are selected for containing a minimum of 300 echoes, a minimum duration of 6 seconds, as well as variability that did
not exceed 2/3 of the cluster speed itself. Panel c) shows speed while panel d) shows the direction (magnetic azimuth, or the
angle with respect to magnetic north). Circle points represent individual clusters with sizes reflecting the number of echoes
contained in each cluster. Blue errorbars denote mean variability, in the form of 68-percent confidence intervals of the linear
fits of the echo cluster motion measurements. Dashed blue lines give weighted linear regressions in time. Thick green lines
gives the corresponding observations deduced from the Superdarn global convection maps, both for speed (c) and direction
(d), with the shaded green area denoting a single standard deviation from the mean. Doppler shifts measured by the Saskatoon
Superdarn radar are shown in red dots (using beam 0, which is roughly poleward). The right y-axis in panel c) shows the
electric field strength inferred from the motions, using E = v/B.

[40, 41]. A value of around 300 m/s – 600 m/s is favoured.
A recent paper, Ref. [34], interprets the much faster ap-
parent motion of radar aurorae as being caused by the
ephemeral nature of small-scale plasma turbulence: when
the instability drivers (electric field enhancements) move,
new turbulent waves are continuously excited along their
paths, with each turbulent wave quickly saturating and
dissipating. The apparent radar motions, or ‘echo bulk
motions’, act as proxy measurements of the ionospheric
electric field [33, 34].

The direct implication of Refs. [33, 34] are that the
disproportionately fast icebear velocities in Figure 2c)
are caused by highly localized electric field structures,
capable of saturating the Farley-Buneman instability.

Figure 3 adds to this one-sentence summary with
total-electron-content (TEC) measurements derived from
a distributed network of ground-based GNSS receivers.
This quantity is considered a height-integrated (column)
density of plasma in the ionosphere. In Figure 3, TEC
values are shown with blue contour lines of constant
TEC. Global (modelled) Superdarn convection veloc-
ities are superposed as a network of magenta arrows.

A green vector field shows the spatially and temporally
averaged icebear velocities. Panel a) integrates over
11 minutes during the flyover of NOAA-18, a United
States weather satellite that confirmed the location of
the ionospheric cusp (see Figure 2 in Ref. [27]). Panel
b) integrates over a 35-minute period that encompasses
a conjunction with the inner-magnetosphere spacecraft
Arase, whose data confirms the presence of diffuse auro-
rae. The latter two statements carry a heavy weight and
are substantiated in the companion paper [27].

Transient, turbulent Hall currents

Based on the two space-ground conjunctions, we are
in a position to present a sufficiently lucid description
of a surprising event. At around 17:35 UT on 23 April
2023, a storm sudden commencement coincided with the
onset of rapid, high-amplitude fluctuations in the solar
wind dynamic pressure (Figure 2b); possibly indicating
high-speed jets in the magnetosheath [36, 42], which are
known to cause aurorae in the noon-sector [43]. Regard-
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less of the cause, the dynamic pressure thereafter went
through a six-fold increase, leading to a severe compres-
sion of Earth’s dayside magnetosphere. This coincided
with the interplanetary magnetic field settling into a
stable and severely southward orientation (Figure 2a).
Dayside compression events modulate wave activity [35],
leading to the formation of aurorae, [44] an outcome
also expected from the severely southward interplanetary
magnetic field. Figures 3 and 4 in Ref. [27] demonstrate
that the above expectations were largely all brought to
fruition during the event under study.

During this time, diffuse aurorae appeared south of
icebear’s field-of-view. We expect the aurorae to
have produced strong electric field perturbations on
their poleward flanks [27, 45], as well as kilometer-size
gradient-drift unstable structures [46], which may have
seeded smaller-scale instabilities through turbulent cas-
cade. The field enhancements powered rapidly moving
radar aurorae [33, 34]. Figure 2c shows that these radar
aurora motions were faster in magnitude and panel d)
of that figure shows that they were also systematically
tilted in an eastward direction compared to the F-region
Superdarn-Doppler speeds. That would entail E-region
motions that vastly exceed the F-region drift speeds in
magnitude.

III. DISCUSSION

Näıvely, the above paragraph appears to report be-
haviour that is diametrically opposite to the expectations
of the E- and F-region interplay. For example, Figure 2 in
Ref. [41] shows observations of E-region Doppler speeds
that were limited to the local ion sound speed (400–
600 m/s), while the authors simultaneously observed that
the F-region drifts were twice faster. How can we account
for this seeming contradiction? The answer is relatively
simple. The radar aurora motions seen by icebear track
moving electric field source regions, a motion that is nat-
urally unaffected by collisions, and is ‘frozen into’ the
geomagnetic field. [33, 34]

We are then left with what superficially resembles
poleward-moving auroral forms, but, instead of moving
with the magnetospheric convection on open field-lines
from the cusp and into the polar cap, they move mostly
eastward powered by widely distributed diffuse aurorae.

An important question remains. Why are the super-
fast motions not picked up by the local Superdarn radar?
If the moving electric field structures are frozen into
the geomagnetic field, Superdarn should have measured
the same motions (note that the Superdarn E-region
Doppler shifts, which do not reflect plasma drifts, have
been removed before presenting the data in Figure 2c).
However, compared to Superdarn, icebear operates
with 30 and 60 times higher spatial and temporal res-
olution respectively. This large discrepancy in spatio-
temporal resolution is likely to have caused Superdarn
to have missed the highly transient spikes in the electric

FIG. 3. icebear echo velocities in geospace are shown as
green arrows, and Superdarn global convection velocity as
magenta arrows. Both are superposed on height-integrated
density maps of the ionosphere (blue-colored contour lines of
constant TECu). Conjunctions with the spacecraft NOAA-18
(18:35 UT – 18:40 UT on 23 April 2023) and Arase (18:50 UT
– 19:20 UT) are indicated. NOAA-18 identified the location
of the cusp. Some 15 minutes later, Arase saw signatures of
diffuse aurorae at a location south-east of the echo region.
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field. Such ‘spiky’ appearances are unsurprising. The
perturbed electric fields of the auroral region are, in gen-
eral, highly localized and dynamic [47–50], and a consid-
erable Poynting flux lies “hidden”, as it were, in small-
scale electric field enhancements [51].

Increased conductivities in the sunlit ionosphere should
amplify (and be amplified by) the number flux of precip-
itating electrons [52], thereby further enhancing the per-
pendicular electric field at their emission altitude. The el-
evated conductivities also facilitate the formation of Ped-
ersen currents, which in fact counteract the electric field
enhancements, by virtue of neutralizing extant charges.
However, the observed particle precipitation (Figures 2
and 3 in Ref. [27]) should increase the ratio of Hall- to
Pedersen conductance [53, 54], speaking to the probabil-
ity of there being observable electrojets. In this telling,
the Hall driftsthat we observe may have appeared as the
poleward portion of the pulsating aurora convection vor-
tices predicted by Hosokawa et al. [54, 55].

The large latitudinal separation between Arase
and the Hall current channels

In Figure 3 the latitudinal distance between Arase’s
ionospheric footprint and the observed, turbulent Hall
channels exceeds several hundred kilometers. A large
distance notwithstanding, the observed particle precip-
itation likely covered a large region of space, as is typ-
ical for diffuse aurorae [56]. Figure 4, reproduced from
Ref. [27], detail the matching temporal characteristics of
the radar aurorae and the observed particle flux, with a
strong Pearson correlation coefficient obtained after shift-
ing the precipitation data backwards by 5.5 minutes, and
with several peaks matching between the two timeseries.
In a nutshell, the black signal in Figure 4 originated in
the equatorial magnetosphere, while the red signal were
measured in the E-region, and the strong correlation be-
tween the two proves a clear association. The time-lag
explains the large latitudinal separation, as the active re-
gions drifted poleward together with the magnetospheric
convection.

A parallel-plate capacitor-effect

The relative positions of the observed motions with
respect to the cusp itself opens up a novel perspective
on poleward motions near the cusp-region. That re-
gion’s constant flux of protons (Figure 2 in Ref. [27])
would ionize the atmosphere at an altitude of around
120 km [57]. Together with the region of diffuse au-
rorae, which deposits negative charges, a parallel-plate
capacitor momentarily forms, with strong electric fields
distributing charges equatorward in the Pedersen direc-
tion. Turbulent electrojets form inside the parallel-plate
capacitor, which is illustrated in Figure 1b). The effect
would cause field-lines equatorward of the cusp to move

FIG. 4. Panel a): Comparison between the icebear echo
detection rate (shifted 5.5 minutes forward in time and
smoothed with a 16-second Savitsky-Golay filter, black, left
axis) and the integrated precipitating number flux from Arase
(red, right axis). The x-axes show time in UT, magnetic lat-
itude, and magnetic local time for Arase in SM-coordinates.
Panel b) enlarges a ∼ 20 minute interval from Panel a), and
the Pearson correlation coefficient between the two timeseries
(ρ = 0.78) is indicated with an inset linear regression. Figure
reprinted from Ref. [27] with permission.

poleward and eastward. This would transport plasma to-
wards the open-closed field-line boundary, at which point
the reconnection rate may transport the plasma into the
polar cap. To determine whether there are observable
islands of plasma that enter the polar cap in this way is
outside the scope of the present study, and represents an
independent prediction for future studies.

Closing Remarks

Traditional poleward-moving auroral forms move on
open field-lines [3, 11] and their effects are felt in the F-
region ionosphere [8, 12, 14]. In a similar fashion albeit
in different ways, transient, turbulent electrojets can be
excited equatorward of the cusp ionosphere during dis-
turbed conditions, powered mainly by high-energy diffuse
aurorae, a staple phenomenon on the dayside [21, 22, 58].
Our proposed mechanism (and the theory developed by
Ref. [18]) can potentially be woven into a substantial part
of the body of knowledge concerning dynamic dayside au-
rorae and the magnetosphere-ionosphere coupling.
Our study is based on an analysis of a single extra-
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ordinary event. Similar observations may have eluded
previous efforts in part due to the difficulty of observing
the E-region ionosphere, which has led to a scarcity in
reliable data [59]. Exacerbating this, icebear is located
at auroral latitudes and is not likely to observe the cusp
on a regular basis. Further studies of the phenomenon are
needed, and in this regard the rich dataset analyzed in
the present study may yield additional insights through
modelling efforts. [60, 61]

In closing, we have observed a new, dynamic phe-
nomenon near the ionospheric cusp, pertinent to tran-
sient energy exchanges between the turbulent magne-
tosheath and the dayside ionosphere on closed field-lines.
The fast motions share some key characteristics with
poleward-moving auroral forms, but the two phenomena
have starkly different causes. Naturally, they are not
mutually exclusive but can both be taken to account for
observations of strong electric field modulations near the
ionospheric cusp.
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