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CHEKTPAJIbHUM CKJIAJL ®JTYKTYAIIA TEOMATHITHOI'O IOJIS
BIIPOJOBK 'TEOKOCMIYHUX BYP 21-23 BEPE3HS 2017 p.

AxTyanbHicTh. MarHiTHi Oypi BuBYaroThcst 1aBHO. OcobirBa yBara NpUALIAETHCS YHIKATEHUM OypsiM, 4HCIIO skuXx 1-3
y LHKJI COHSAYHOI akTHBHOCTI. Yncno moMipHux Oyp HabaraTo Oinbine. BecraHOBIEHO, MO0 MarHiTHI Oypi BiIpi3HAIOTHCS
BEJIMKOIO pi3HOMaHiTHIcTIO. KoxkHa Oyps mo-cBoeMy iHauBimyansHa. ToMy IpeAcTaBiisie iHTEpeC AeTajJbHE BHBUYCHHS
Oynp-s1K0i MarHiTHO Oypi.

Meta 1i€i poOOTH — BHKJA[ pE3YNbTATiB CHEKTPAIBHOTO aHaNi3y (IyKTyaliif TreOMarHiTHOTO TOJIS MPOTATOM
reokocMiqHOi Oypi 21-23 Gepesns 2017 p. Ta y cyciaHi AHi.

Metoau i meronoaorisa. {ns aHami3y piBHS (uykryariii ropuzoHTanbHUX H 1 D KOMIIOHEHT T€OMAarHiTHOTO ITOJS B
nmiamazoni mepioniB 1-1000 ¢ BukopucToByBanacs 0a3a JaHUX BHMIPIOBaHb, INPOBEACHHX Y MarHiTOMeTpUuHii
obcepBaropii XHY imeni B. H. Kapazina (reorpadiuni kxoopamHati: 49°38' mu.m., 36°56' cx.n.) 3a IOIIOMOTOIO
marnitomerpa-mokemerpa. Yacosi Bapiamii H(t) i D(t) mimmaBanucst CHCTEMHOMY CIIEKTPaJbHOMY aHAIi3y, IO
0a3yeThCsl Ha B3a€MOJIOTIOBHIOIOUHMX BIKOHHOMY mepeTBopeHHi Dyp’e, amantuBHOMY meperBopeHHI Dyp’e (AIID) Ta
BeiiBrieT neperBopeHHi. AII® Mae kpamry po3aibHY 3JaTHICTB 32 MEPi0I0M.

PesyabTatn. [IpoBemeHO CHCTEMHWI CHEKTpalbHHN aHami3 (IykTyamiif piBHA TOPH3OHTAIBHHX KOMIIOHEHT
reoMarHiTHoro mois B mianmasoHi mepioniB 1-1000 ¢, a Takoxx okpemo s Tphox minmiamasoHniB: 1-50 ¢, 50-200 ¢ Ta
200-1000 c. Haii6inpury iHTEHCHBHICTH Maiu ckinamoBi y migmiama3oHi 200-1000c. Y KoOHTpOJdBHI JHI piBEeHb
¢uykryaniii 3a3Bu4ail He nepesunryBas +£(0.2—0.5) #Tu. ITix yac MaruiTHHX Oyp BiH 30inburyBaBcs q0 +(4—6) T s
nepmroi Oypi Ta mo +2 HTn g apyroi Oypi. IIpoTsrom panToBoro moyarky mepiroi Oypi mepioj mepeBakaroduoro B
cnekTpi komuBaHHA OyB Omm3pkwid 10 350 1 600 c. [IpoTsarom rojgoBHOI (Ga3u MarHITHUX Oyp Mepio] MepeBakarouoro B
cnektpi kommBaHHsi craHOBUB 800-900 c. IlpoTsrom ¢a3m BiZHOBIEHHS MarHiTHUX Oyp piBeHb (IyKTyarii
TEOMArHITHOTO TIOJNs 3a3BM4ail He mepeBuinyBaB +(1-2) uTxn, a nmepiox mepeBaxarouoro kosimBanus — 700-900 c. Pyx
PaHKOBOT'O Ta BEYIPHHOTO COHSYHOTO TEPMIHATOpPA CYMPOBOKYBABCS 30UTBIICHHSIM PiBHS (IyKTyaIliii reoMarHiTHOTO
THOJISL.

BucHOBKH. YCTaHOBICHO MapaMeTpH YacOBHMX Bapialliif CIEKTPaTbHUX CKJIAJOBUX TEOMAarHiTHOTO MOJNS TiJ d9ac
MOMipHOT MarHiTHOI Oypi.

KJIFOYOBI CJIOBA: macnimua 6yps, ceomaznimue noie, CneKmpanbhi cKiaoosi, 4acosi sapiayii
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BCTYII

Crnanaxu Ha CoHIIi, BUKHIU KOPOHAJIHHOI MacH Ta TEHEPALlis BUCOKOIIBUAKICHAX TOTOKIB MPHU3BOIMTE 10
30ypeHHs mincucteM y cuctemi COHIlE — MIKIUTAHETHE CepeIOBHUINE — MarHiTochepa — ioHocdepa — atmochepa
— 3emJs, 10 BUHUKHEHHS TeokocMigHX Oyp [1, 2]. OxHieto 3 TaHOK reOKOCMIiYHOI Oypi € 30ypeHHS MarHiTHOTO
noist 3emuti, MarHiTHA Oypst (MB).

MarsiTHi Oypi BHBUarOThCS maBHO. Jlo HOBHMX poOIT BimHOCATHCS, Hampukiam, [3—58]. Ocobmuea yBara
TIPUIUISETECA YHIKAIBHUM OYypsiM, 9HCIO SKUX 1-3 y HUKI COHAYHOI aKTHUBHOCTI. Umcino momipHHX Oyp
HaOarato Ounbiie. BeTaHomieHo, mo MB Bifpi3HSAIOTHCS BENHMKOI pi3HOMaHITHICTIO. KokHa Oypst mO-CBOEMY
iHnuBinyanpHa. ToMy npencraBisie iHTepec AeTajibHe BUBYCHHS Oyab-sikoi Mb.

Onniero 3 MB y 24-My 1K COHSYHOT akTHBHOCTI Oyna 6ypst 21-23 6epesns 2017 p. lit npucssueni nume
okpemi podotu [3-5]. V [3, 4] obroBoproroThest ioHOChepHi edektH, a B podoTi [5] sik ioHOChHEpHI, TaK YACTKOBO
i reomarHiTHi edekru. Tak, BCTaHOBJCHO, IO MiJ yac Oypi piBeHb (uykryamiii 30inbmryBaBes Bim +£0.5 10
+5 aTn. Haiibinpmry aMInniTyay mamu ckiamoBi y miamasoHi mepiomiB ~ 200-1000 c. BaxximmBuMm € Oimbmr
JeTajJbHE JOCIHIIKEHHS YaCOBHX Bapialiil (UIyKTyalliifi TeOMarHiTHOTO IOJisi mpoTsaroM Oypi 21-23 Gepes3Hs
2017 p., a TakOX y CyCiTHI THi.

Merta mi€i poboTm — BUKIAN pe3yNAbTATIB CIEKTPATBHOTO aHANi3y (UIYKTyaliii reoMarHiTHOTO IIOJIS
MPOTSTOM TeoKocMidHO1 Oypi 21-23 6epe3ns 2017 p. Ta y cycimHi aHi.

CTAH KOCMIYHOI TOrojau

CraH KOCMIYHOT IOTO/IH OMHCcaHo B pobortax [3—5]. TyT 3ymHHUMOCS JIHIIIE HA HACTYITHOMY.

3 Tabun. 1 moxxHa 6auntH, 1o 20 Oepesnst 2017 p. Mar"iTHe nose OyJo CIOKIHHUM: 3HaueHHs iHaeKkca Ky He
nepeBuIyBaio 1—, 3HaueHHs1 Dg-innexca — 8 HTn, a Horo MmiHimManbHe 3HadeHHs nocsirino —4 HTn. 21 Gepesus
2017 p. nouanace Mb 1 Kymax = 5+, Dstmin = —24 HT1, Dstmax = 21 HTn. MarnitHe nose 3anuianocst 30ypeHum 22
Ta 9acTKOoBO 23 Gepesnst 2017 p.: 3HaueHHs iHgekca Kymax He mepeBuiyBanu 4+, ingexkca Dsmax — 6 HTI1, @ Dstmin
omyckanocs o —38 HTn. 24, 25 i 26 3amumanocs cnadko 30ypeHuM: 3Ha4eHHs iHAeKca Kpmax = 2+, Dstmin = —
12 HT.H, Dstmax = 15 HTm.

3navenns iHpekca F10.7 smiHtoBanmcs HesHauHO: Big 70.5 10 76.8, a uncia Bomsda — Big 0 mo 18.

3ACOBH TA METOAH

Jus anamizy piBHA (uiykryamiii ropu3oHTadpbHHX H i D KOMIIOHEHT reoMarHiTHOTO TMOJS B Jiama3oHi
nepiogie  1-1000 ¢ BukopucTOBYBajacsi 0a3a JaHHX BHMIPIOBaHb, IPOBENCHUX Yy Mar"iroMeTpuuHii
obcepsaropii XHY imeni B. H. Kapasina (reorpadiuni koopaunate: 49°38' mu.mr., 36°56' ¢X.11.) 3a 1OMOMOT0I0
MarHiToMeTpa-QIIroKCMeTpa.

[TporpamHo-anapaTHuii BUMipIOBaIBHIAN KOMILIEKC OMMCanuii y pobori [59].

Yacosi Bapiamii H(t) i D(t) migmaBammcst CHCTEMHOMY CHEKTpalbHOMY aHamidy, 1m0 O0a3yeTbcs Ha
B3a€MO/JIOTTIOBHIOIOUNX BiKOHHOMY TiepeTBopeHHI Dyp’e, anantuBHOMY niepetBopeHHI Dyp’e (AIID) ta BeiiBieT-
neperBoperHi [60]. AIID mae kparty po3aiibHY 3MaTHICTB 3a repiogoM. Came HOro pe3ysbraTu OyyTh OMUCAHI
Jai.

3AT'AJIBHI BIJOMOCTI IIPO MATHITHI BYPU

MarnitHa Oypst Oyna aBodasHor (peKypeHTHO0). PantoBuii moyarok mepmroi Oypi posmoyaBcsi OJIM3bK0
00:00 (tyt i mami wac UT) i TpuBaB mpubmmsao g0 12:00 21 6epesnst 2017 p. [pu mpomy 3uaueHas Komax = 4,
Dstmax = 21 aTn. T'onoBHa ¢a3a Bigmivanacs 3 12:00 mo 18:00 21 6epesnst 2017 p. IIpu upomy Kpmax = 5-,
Dstmin = —22 uTa. [ai Hactana (as3a BiqHOBICHHS, siKa TpuBaia mpuoim3Ho 10 20:00 22 6epesns 2017 p., micis
qoro posmouanacs apyra Mb. Ii ronosna dasa 6yna merpusanomo: Bix 20:00 10 23:00 22 6epesns 2017 p. Ipu
boMy Kpmax = 4+, Dstmin = —31 uTn. @aza BigHoBieHHs TpuBaia 3 23:00 22 Gepesnst 2017 p. mo 12:00
23 6epesnst 2017 p. Jaii marnitae mose 6yio 6inpnr-menn crokianM (Kp = 1-2, Dy = (-11)—(+6) uT).
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Tabmus 1. BizoMocTi mpo CTaH KOCMIYHOT OTOAH
Table 1. Space Weather State General Data

Jlata Kp o Ds | F107 W
20032007 | PN 4 )8 | 21 | 0
20032017 | 33 R0 24 | 2 | 705 | 13
22032017 | 4 3% 1 a1 | 1| 720 | 14
23032017 | 735°% | s | 6 | 75 | 14
24032017 | 2T L0 0 | 6 | Lo | 14
25032017 | OO a2 | o | 737 | 18
26032017 | 2 007 | 12 | 15 | 768 | 31

PE3YJIbTATU CIIEKTPAJIBHOI'O AHAJII3Y

Yacosi Bapiatii piBas H u D xommoHeHT, pesynstat AIID Ta eHeprorpamu (posmomin eHeprii 3a
nepioiaMu) Uil KOHTPOJIbHUX JHIB 1 AHIB 3 Mb HaBeneHno Ha Puc. 1-7.

20 6epesns 2017 p. PiBeHp 000X KOMIIOHEHT y KOHTPOJBbHUH JEHb 3/1e0iIbpIIOr0 (UIYKTYIOBaB y MekKax
+(0.2-0.5) T, nume 3piaka gocsraroun 3HadeHds 1 HTa (qus. Puc. 1). IIpotsarom cxomy ta 3axoay CoHis Ta
no0nu3y KX MOmil piBeHs 36imburyBascs 10 +(1-1.2) vTo.

PiBeHb Ta OCHOBHI Tepioan y (GIIyKTyalisx reOMarHiTHOro moJjisi HaBeAeHo y Tabu. 2. 3 tabi. 2 BUAHO, IO
Oyo kinpka rpym nepionis: 6mu3sko 35-40, 90, 120-380, 350—460 Ta 650-820 c.

21 bepesns 2017 p. PanroBwmii movarok mepmioi MB cynpoBomKyBaBcsl 30UTbIICHHSIM PiBHA (ITyKTyarliit
Big +(1-2) mo £(4—6) uTn (muB. Puc. 2). Skio go nouatky Mb y crekTpi nepeBaxxanu nepioau T =~ 650-850 c,
TO TIPH PANITOBOMY MOYATKY CTAIH IepeBakalounMu epioau 6mm3pko 350 1 600 c.

Ha camomy mouatky ronoBHOi ¢asu Mb Haitbinpmry eHepriro mamu ckianosi 3 T~ 800-900 c. V mepiox
3axony CoHut piBeHb uykTyariiii 30inbmryBascst 10 +(4-5) uTn, a T = 400-600 c.

Ha novarky ¢a3u BiiHOBIIEHHS piBeHb QIyKTyauii 3meHmmBcs 1o ~ 2 a1, a T =~ 700-900 c.

22 bepesus 2017 p. Mpubmusuo 3 00:00 mo 17:00 pieHb ¢uiyKTyalliii HaiyacTile 3HaAXOTUBCS B MEXKax
+(1-2) uTa, nume 3pigka pocsiratoun piBHst £(4-5) T (muB. Puc. 3). Ilporsarom ronosuoi ¢asu apyroi Mb
piBenb 36impmmBcest Big £(0.5—1) 10 £(1.5-2) uTxn B inTepBanax wacy Bix 20:00 mo 21:00 s H-kommonenTtu ta
Bix 17:30 10 22:00 nyist D-komnonentu. [lpu usomy T =~ 800-900 c.

23 bepesns 2017 p. Mpubmmzno 3 00:00 mo 12:00 mama micue ¢asza BimHOBIeHHs (muB. Puc. 4). PiBeHs
(dnykryaniit 0y 6nuspkum 10 1 uTn, auine nobnusy cxoy Ta 3axony Conis Bid 30utburyBaBcs 10 +(1-2) a7
IepeBaxanu mepiogu 700-800 c.

24 oepesnsn 2017 p. Lelt neHs HANEXKUThH 10 KOHTPONbHUX. PiBeHs (QiyKTyamiil 3a piKiCHIM BHHATKOM HE
nepesutiryBas =(0.5-1) #Tx (quB. Puc. 5). Bin 36inbinyBascs nobiu3sy cxonay Ta 3axoxy Contst 10 +(1.5-2) T
VY cnektpi nmepeBaxarounmu repiogamu Oymu T ~ 500-900 c.

25 6epesuss 2017 p. lleii nenb OyB TakoX MAarHiTOCIIOKOWHMM. PiBeHb ¢uiykTyaniii 3a3Bu4ail He
nepesuniyBaB +(0.3-0.5) aTn (muB. Puc. 6). IleBHe 30inblieHHs crocTepiragocs MOOIM3y CXOLY Ta 3aXOXIy
Conns. ITeperaxkanu nepioau 600700 c.

26 bepesnus 2017 p. lle#t neHb TaKoX PO3TJBIIABCS SK KOHTPOJbHHMA. PiBeHb (IyKTyalliii, SIK IMpaBuilo,
3HaxouBCs y Mexkax +£(0.4-0.5) aTn (muB. Puc. 7). Emizoanuno BiH 30iabmryBascs 10 +(0.6—1) uTi. Sk i B inmi
IHi, mobmm3y cxonxy Ta 3axony CoHIM Bigmidamocss 30UTBIIEHHS NPHOJM3HO BABIUI piBHA (UIIyKTyariiit
reomMarsitHoro mouisi. Ilepion mepeBaskarouMX 3a EHEPTi€l0 CKJIQJIOBHX 3MIHIOBABCS B HIMPOKHX MeXKax: Bif
~ 500 no ~ 900 c.
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Puc. 1. JIoOoBi Bapiawii piBHA (uryKTyaliii TOpU30HTAILHUX KOMIIOHEHT I'€OMarHiTHOTO MoJIs (BEpXHS MaHEeIb)
Ta pe3yJIbTaTH aIalTUBHOTO nepeTBopeHHs DPyp’e (HkHA nanens) 20 6epe3ns 2017 p. B iHTepBaiax yacy:
a, 6 —00:00-08:00 UT; 6, 2— 08:00-16:00 UT; 0, e — 16:00-24:00 UT.

[TpaBopyu moka3zaHo eHEProrpaMu — PO3MOIiT EHEPTii 3a epiogaMu
Fig. 1. Daily variations of the fluctuations level of a geomagnetic field horizontal component (top panel) and
adaptive Fourier transform results (low panel) for March 20, 2017 at the time interval:

a, 6 —00:00-08:00 UT; 6, 2—08:00-16:00 UT; 0, e — 16:00-24:00 UT. Energygrams
(energy distribution by periods) are shown at right panel
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Tabmuus 2. PiBeHb i TOJIOBHI MEpioiy KOJIMBaHb Y (GIIYKTYalisIX FTeOMarHiTHOTO MOJIst i yac Oyp
Table 2, The level and a main period oscillations at the fluctuations of geomagnetic field during storms

Jlata Yac. UT . D-koMmoHeHTa . . H-KOMHOHeHTa.
' Pigens, HTn Ilepiog, c PiBens, HTn Ilepiog, c
4245
90420; 120+25
00:00-12:00 0.3-0.6 4204100;
20 6epesns 820+100
2017 p. 40+5
90+20; 170+25
00:00-12:00 0.3-0.5 350£100;
650+100
3545
03:00-21:00 2-5 165+25
21 6epesns 350+50; 700+£100
2017 p. 37.5£5
03:00-15:00 2-5 165425
320+50; 750+£100
42.5+5
00:00-12:00 2-4 180+25
22 GepesHs 830+£100
2017 p. 2445; 4545
00:00-12:00 2-5 160+25
260+25; 820+£100
42.5£5
00:00-12:00 1-25 160+25
23 OepesHs 460+25; 750+100
2017 p. 37.545
08:00-18:00 1-3 165+25
750+100
42.5£5
00:00-12:00 1-15 70+£15; 75425
24 6epesus 350+50; 840+100
2017 p. 42.5+5
00:00-12:00 1-15 65+15; 150425
550+100
42.5+5
11:00-20:00 0.5-15 175425
25 depesus 700+100
2017 p. 42+5
00:00-12:00 0.3-1 180+25
600+100
42.5£5
09:00-16:00 0.5-1.5 100£20; 160+25
26 OepesHs 480+100
2017p. 100;2%-5?55 5425
06:00-18:00 0.5-15 380+100;
650+100
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Fig. 2. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 21, 2017
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Fig. 3. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 22, 2017
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Fig. 4. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 23, 2017
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Fig. 5. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 24, 2017
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Fig. 6. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 25, 2017
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Fig. 7. The same as in Fig. 1, for March 26, 2017
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OBI'OBOPEHHSI

Y pobGoti [5] oLiHEHO eHeprilo Ta MOTYXHICTh Mepuioi Ta Apyroi MarHitTHuUX Oyp. EHeprii BusiBHiHCS
piBanMu 1.8 1 1.44 T1/1x, a motyxxHocTi — 71 1 67 I'BT. 3rigno 3 knacudikariero [1, 2], nepina Oyps BiTHOCHTHCS
JI0 TIOMIpHHX, a Jpyra — JI0 BeJbMH HoMipHHX. O0naBi Oypi CyIpOBOUKYBaHCs 301IbIICHHSIM NPUOIN3HO Ha
HOPsIOK piBHA GuykTyauiii reomarniTHoro moist (Bix =(0.2—0.5) no £(4—6) vTn anst mepioi 6ypi Ta g0 +2 HTx
Ut gpyroi Oypi). [cToTHO 3MiHIOBaBCA cHeKTpanbHUi ckianx ¢urykryaniil. IIporarom romosroi ¢azu 06ox Oyp
nepion mepeakarounx konuBaHb ctaHoBUB 8§00—-900 c. IIpu panToBoMy modaTKy meproi Oypi meit mepiox Oys
6mm3pK0 3501 600 c.

Iporsirom ¢asu BigHOBNeHHS MB piBenb Quykryamiii He mepesuiryBaB =(1-2) #Tn, a mepion
nepeBakalounx KOJIMBaHb CTaHOBUB Om3pko 700-900 c.

3a3HaunMo, MmO moOMM3y cxomy Ta 3axoxy CoHIS, SK NpPaBWIO, BigMmidamocss 30iTbIICHHS pPiBHS
¢bnykryaniit 10 =1 HTn y KoHTpoJbHI AHI Ta 10 +(4-5) HTa npotsrom Oypi. Edekr consuHoro Tepminartopa y
TeOMarHiTHOMY IOJIi JIeTaJIbHO onucaHuil y pooori [61]. MaOyTh, nmo3Havanacsi CHHEpPreTHdHa B3a€EMOJIISI IBOX
BHUCOKOEHEPTETUYHUX JKEPEI — COHSYHOTO TEPMiHATOpa Ta MarHiTHOi Oypi.

I'OJIOBHI PE3YJIbTATH

1. TIlpoBeneHO CHCTEMHHI CHEKTpaTbHHN aHami3 (IyKTyalid piBHS TOPHU3OHTAJIEHHX KOMIIOHEHT
TEeOMarHITHOTO ToJisl B miama3oHi mepioxiB 1-1000 ¢, a Takoxk okpeMo mis Tphox mimmiamasoHiB: 1-50 ¢, 50—
200 c Ta 200-1000 c.

2. Hait0inpry iHTEeHCHBHICTH Malli CKJIQIOB1 y migmiamazoni 200-1000 c.

3. V koHTpousbHI JHI piBeHb (aykTyamii 3a3Buuait He mepesuinryBaB +(0.2-0.5) uTn. Ilix yac MbB Bin
30inbiryBaBcs 10 £(4—6) vl s nepinoi Oypi ta o £2 HTn anst Apyroi Oypi.

4. TlporsiroM panToOBOrO0 MOYAaTKy Hepiioi Oypl Mepio] MepeBakarouoro B CIHEKTPi KOJHMBAaHHS OyB
6mu3pkuii 10 350 1 600 c.

5. Ilporsirom ronoBHoi ¢azu Mb nepiox nepeBaxarodoro B criekTpi koiuBaHHs craHoBus 800-900 c.

6. [Ipotsirom ¢asu BigHOBIeHHS MbB piBeHb (IyKTyamiii reOMarHiTHOTO IoJst 3a3BUYail HE MEpeBUIyBaB
+(1-2) uTx, a nepion nepeBaxkaroyoro koxusanus — 700-900 c.

7. Pyx paHKOBOro Ta BEYipHBOTO COHSYHOTO TEpPMiHATOpa CYNPOBOJXKYBABCS 301JBLICHHSIM PpIiBHS
(haykTyariif reOMarHiTHOTO TOJIA.

®IHAHCYBAHHSA POBOTH
PoGoty BuKoHaHO 3a (iHaHCOBOI miaTpuMKH HamioHamesHOTO (OHIY IOCTIIKEHb YKpaiHH, MPOEKT
2020.02/0015 “TeopeTnyHi Ta eKCIIEPUMEHTANbHI JOCTI[DKCHHS TI00aTbHUX 30ypeHb MPHPOJHOTO i
TEXHOTEHHOTO TIOXO/KEHHS B crcTeMi 3eMirst — atMocdepa — ioHochepa”. PoOoTy Takok 4acTKOBO MiATpUMaHO
B pamkax gepxOromkernux HJIP, 3amanux MOH Vkpainu (somepu aepxpeecrpamii 0121U109881 ta
0121U109882).

KOH®JIIKT IHTEPECIB
ABTOpH MOBIIOMJISIIOTH ITPO BiJICYTHICTh KOH(IIIKTY IHTEpPECIB.
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SPECTRAL CONTENT OF FLUCTUATIONS IN THE GEOMAGNETIC FIELD DURING THE
COURSE OF MARCH 21-23, 2017 GEOSPACE STORMS

L. F. Chernogor, K. P. Garmash, S. G. Leus, V. A. Podnos, A. M. Tsymbal, M. B. Shevelev, Y. Luo
V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University, Ukraine, 61022, Kharkiv, Svobody Square, 4

Relevance. Magnetic storms have been studied for a long time, with particular attention being paid to unique
storms, which occur only 1 or 3 times per solar cycle. The occurrence rates of moderate storms are much higher.
The magnetic storms have been determined to exhibit high variability, with each storm having a particular
history. Therefore, the study of any magnetic storm in detail is of interest.

The aim of this work is to present the spectral analysis of the geomagnetic field fluctuations observed to occur
during the geospace storm of March 21-23, 2017 and on neighboring days.

Methods and Methodology. The database from the fluxmeter magnetometer at the V. N. Karazin Kharkiv
National University Magnetometer Observatory (49°38' N, 36°56' E geographic coordinates) has been used to
analyze the fluctuations in the horizontal components of the geomagnetic field in the 1-1,000-s period range.
The temporal variations in the horizontal components are subjected to the systems spectral analysis that includes
mutually complementary the wavelet transform, the short-time Fourier transform, and the Fourier transform in a
sliding window with a width adjusted to be equal to a fixed number of harmonic periods. The Fourier transform
in a sliding window provides the highest resolution for periods.

Results. The systems spectral analysis of the horizontal components of the geomagnetic field has been carried
out both in the 1-1,000-s period range and in the three separate period subranges of 1-50 s, 50-200 s, and 200—
1,000 s. The component intensities are estimated to be the largest in the 200-1,000-s period subrange. On the
reference days, the level of fluctuations is usually observed to not exceed +£(0.2-0.5) nT, whereas it shows an
increase of £(4—6) nT during the course of the first magnetic storm, and of £2 nT during the second magnetic
storm. In the course of the sudden commencement of the first storm, the period of the oscillation predominant in
the spectrum is estimated to be about 350 and 600 s, whereas during the course of the main phase of the
magnetic storm, the period of the oscillation predominant in the spectrum is estimated to be 800-900 s. During
the recovery phase of the magnetic storm, the level of fluctuations in the geomagnetic field is estimated to not
usually exceed +(1-2) nT, whereas the period of the predominant oscillation is observed to be 700—900 s. The
dawn and dusk terminators are accompanied by an increase in the level of fluctuations in the geomagnetic field.
Conclusions. The temporal variations parameters in the spectral components of the geomagnetic field have been
determined during the moderate magnetic storm.
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