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BAPIAILIi IOBHOI'O EJEKTPOHHOI'O BMICTY B EKBATOPIAJIBHIN
IOHOC®EPI, BUK/IMKAHI COHAYHUM 3ATEMHEHHSAM 21 YEPBHA 2020 p.

AktyanabHicTb. CorsiuHe 3aTeMHeHHS (C3) XapaKTepu3yeThCs YHCICHHUMHI JUHAMIYHUMH IPOLIECAMH Y BCiX 000IOHKAX
3emii Ta reodizmunnx nonax. Koxue C3 € NpUUMHOIO PETYIAPHHUX 1 HEPETYISPHUX €(EKTiB, AKi MPUTAMaHHI JIMIIE
iiomy. Ha ne BrumBae ¢aza C3, reorpadiuHi KOOpIUHATH, COHSYHA aKTHBHICTh, IMIOpa POKY, Yac 00U, aTMOcdepHO-
KocMiyHa moroaa i iHmn ¢aktopu. Tomy 3amada BceOIYHOTO Ta MOTIHOICHOTO TOCTIHKEHHS (DI3SMYHHMX IPOIECiB
y re0000I0OHKAX Il KOKHOTO HOBOTO C3 € aKTyaIbHOI0.

Mera mi€i poboTm — ommcC pe3ynbTaTiB aHali3y YacoBHX Bapialiii moBHoro enekrpoHHoro Bwicty (IIEB)
Yy BepTHKaJIbHOMY cToBmi ioHOc(hepu, Bukaukanux C3 21 gepBHa 2020 p. y obmacti HmOOIM3y €KBaTOpy 3eMili.
3aremHeHHA Oyno yHIKaJbHE THUM, IO BOHO CIOCTEPITanocs B €KBATOPIaIbHUX 1 CYOTPONMIYHHX IIMPOTaX IOOIH3Y
Mepio Ty JIITHHOTO COHIIECTOSIHHS Ta MaJIO KUTBIIETIOJIOHMIA XapaKTep.

Metoau i meTogoJiorisi. s aHamizy oOpaHO iHAIACHKI CTaHIIil, sIKi pO3TAIIOBaHI Ha MiBAEHB BiJ 00JacTi MAKCHMAIBHOT
(asu. Cymapna noxuOka ouinku [1EB He nepesuntye 0.1 TECU.

PesyabTaTn. [IpoananizoBano gacosi Bapiamii [IEB 11 TpaexTopii CyImyTHHKIB 1 po3TalIyBaHHS NPUIMaNbHUX CTaHIIH,
10 3HAXO/MJINCS MiBAeHHIImE 06iacTi MaKCHMaabHOTO 3aTeMHeHHs. s Ginpinocti yacoBux 3anexnocreir IIEB Ny(t)
BenmmunHa aedinuty ANv 3pocrtaina mpu 30UTbIIeHH] 1ol TOKpUTTS AucKy CoHms. BigMiHHOCTI B IIilf 3aJIeKHOCTI MOXe
OyTH TOSCHEHO OCOONHMBOCTSAMH i0HOC(heEepH B ekBaTopiambHOMY mosici 3emii. HaiiGineme naninas [1EB morno
craHoBuTH 4 TECU 3a Mmax =-0.643. BimHocHi Bapiamii KOHIEHTpamii elTeKTpOoHIB IpH oMy ckiamamn —19%. B
pankoBuii vac 3meHmeHHs [IEB ne mepeumyBamo 2 TECU 3a Nvo=13.5-14.5 TECU. Ilpm npoMy BimHOCHE
3MEHIIeHHsT KOHIEHTparii enexTpoHis dv = —11%. Ilix 9ac kinplenoaiGHOTo 3aTeMHEHHS 3MiHH XapaKTepy XBHIbOBUX
(hopM y Bapiamisix KOHIEHTpAIil eJIEeKTPOHIB MPAKTUIHO HE BUSBIICHO.

BucnoBku. YcraHoBIeHO apaMeTpu yacoBux Bapiamiit [IEB y exBaropianbHiii ioHOChepi mix gac kimpuenoaionoro C3
21 gepsHs 2020 p.

KJIFOUYOBI CJIOBA: exsamopianvha ionocgepa, conaune samemuenns, GPS-cnocmepesicenns, nosnuil enekmporuuil
emicm, deiyum no6HO20 eNeKMPOHHO20 MICHLY

SAx nutyBatu: Yopaorop JI®, Munosanos 0B, lopoxos BJI, [Toqaoc BA, Lumb6an AM, Illeenes MbB. Bapiariii moBHOTO
SJISKTPOHHOTO BMICTy B €KBATOpiajbHii ioHOCdepi, BUKINKaHI COHTYHUM 3aTeMHeHHsM 21 uepBHs 2020 p. BicHuk
XapkiBchKOTo HalioHanbHOTO yHiBepeutetry imeHi B. H. Kapasina. Cepist «Pagiodisuka ta enexrponikay. 2022;36:49-65.
https://doi.org/10.26565/2311-0872-2022-36-04
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BCTYII
Constune 3atemHeHHS (C3) — yHIKampHE SBHUINE NPHPOIN — CYIPOBOUKYETHCS HU3KOK TUHAMIYHHUX
nporeciB y cuctemi 3emisi—aTMmochepa—ionocdepa—marnitocdepa (3AIM) Ta reodiznannx momnsix. Koxune C3
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NPU3BOJUTH 10 PEryJSIPHUX 1 HEPETYISIPHUX, BIACTHBUX TiJIBKH LIbOMY 3aTeMHEHHI0, eekTiB. [IposiBu edexTiB
3anexath Bin (pasu C3, reorpadiyHIX KOOPIMHAT, COHIYHOT aKTUBHOCTI, TOPU POKY, Yacy 100u, aTMochepHO-
KOCMiuHOT orou Touo (nus., Hanpuknas, [1-28]). Bee 1e cBiquuTh Mpo akTyadbHICTh JOCIIHKCHHS (Qi3HYHHX
npoueciB y cucremi 3AIM s koxkHOoro HoBoro C3.

C3, wio Bixbynocs 21 uepsHs 2020 p., mpucBsdeHa Hu3Ka pobit [29-42]. YcraHosneHo, mo edextu C3 y
HU3BKOINUPOTHIA (eKkBaTopiaympHil) ioHOChEpi CyTTEBO Bimpi3HAMNUCH Big e(QeKTiB y cepegHbo- Ta
BHCOKOIIUPOTHIH ioHOC(hepi. Lle moB’s3aH0 3 HasBHICTIO y ioHOC(heEpi eKBaTOpiadbHOI 10HI3amiiHOI aHOMAUTII.
Takox BusBieHO epektu C3 B Mar"itoctpspkeHiit obmacti [32] ta edekT micisanii, SKUi TpoIOBKyBaBCs 1 3a
7 rop micyst 3akiHueHHs 3aTreMHeHHs [38]. BrumB C3 Ha XapakTepHCTUKU PagioXBIIIb IEKaMETPOBOTO Aiara3oHy
OITICaHO HaMH y po6oTi [22].

Merta miei poOOTH — BHKJIQJACHHS PE3yNbTaTiB aHAJi3y YaCOBHX Bapialliif MOBHOTO E€JIEKTPOHHOTO BMICTY
(ITEB) y BeptukanapHOMY cToBIN ioHOC(epH, Bukiankanux C3 21 yepsus 2020 p. y ekBaTOpiaJbHOMY pETiOHi.
OcoO0MBICTIO LOTO 3aTEMHEHHS OYJIO Te, 110 BOHO 0YyJI0 KUIBLETIOJIOHUM, CIIOCTEpIranocs B HU3bKHUX MINPOTaX
nobnau3y Iepiofgy JITHBOrO coHHecTosHHA. Jlns aHamizy oOpaHo cranumii, po3ramoBani B IHAil, TOOTO
MiBJeHHiIIe 00J1acTI MAKCUMAaJIbHOI TiHi.

3AI'AJIBHI BIJOMOCTI ITPO C3

Ipotsrom 137-ro capoca BinOynocs kimbrenonione C3 21 wepsus 2020 p., saxe moganocs o 04:47:45 UT B
Hentpansuuit Appuni. Ha miBHOUi Imaii y mrati Yrtrapakxanx Oymo BiIMidYeHO HOTO MaKCHUMaibHY (azy
Mmax = 0.9940, sxa tpuBara mpuomu3Ho 0.63 xB. C3 MOTIIH CHOCTEPITaTH JKUTEIN CXiTHOT YacTHHU AQpUKH, a
Takok miBAeHHOI Ta cxigHoi A3ii (Puc.1). llupwna TiHi cranoBmma 21.2 kM. MakcumanbsHa ¢aza C3
Bigmivamacs o 06:39:59 UT mo6mu3y kxopmony Iumii ta Kurato y Toumi 3 koopaumHatamu 30°30' ma.1m. i
79°42' cx.n. Jami cmyra Tini npoiinuia Kutait i Tuxuii okean. Kinbrienmoniona ¢asa tpusana mo 08:32:17 UT,
KpaifHs TO4Ka CIIOCTEpEeXEeHHS Majia koopauHaTty 19° mu.ur., 149° cx.x.

YactkoBe C3 MoxHa Oyno Gauutu B 111 kpaiHax, 30kpemMa Ha BChOMY a(pUKAHCHKOMY KOHTHHEHTI,
MIBIACHHO-CXiTHIM wacTuHi €Bpomu, OuTbINA uyacTwHi A3ii, KpiM miBHO4YI Pociiicbkoi Deneparrii, miBHOYI
ABcTpaiii, a TakoX Ha BOJHHX ITpocTopax [Hiiickkoro (miBHIYHA YacTHHA) Ta TUXOro (3axigHa) OKeaHiB.

CTAH KOCMIYHOI IOIroau

CraH KOCMIYHOI ITOTOIU OIIHIOBAaBCS 3a JaHWMH, HaBEACHUMH Ha caiitax https://omniweb.gsfc.nasa.gov i
http://wdc.kugi.kyoto-u.ac.jp. AmnamizyBanucss dacoBi Bapiaiii OCHOBHHX MapaMeTpiB COHSYHOIO BITPY,
(hiaykTyaIiif KOMIIOHEHT MKIUTAHETHOTO MarHiTHOTO TIOJIS Ta iHAEKCIB TeOMarHiTHOT akTHBHOCTI. KoHIIeHTparris
IPOTOHIB y COHSYHOMY BiTpi 3 16 mo 22 uepsHs 2020 p. BapiroBana B Mexax (1.5-18)-10° m~3. IlIBuxicts,
TeMIepaTypa i THCK YaCTHHOK 3MiHIOBAIMCA BiAMOBimHO B Mexax 277-355 km/c, 10°-5.9-10* K i 0.2-3.6 nlla,
T0OTO Tapamerpu 3poctaiu Ha 30%, B 5.9 1 18 paziB. 3naueHHs By- Ta B,-kOoMIIOHEHT MIXIUIaHETHOTO
MAarHiTHOTO mouis ¢uiykTytoBamu B Mexax —6.3-5.4 uTn. [mkexkroBaHa B MarHirocepy SHEpris 3a OJAMHUIIIO
yacy (¢yHkuis Axkacody) He nepesuinyBaia 4.3 I'J[x/c. Ingekcu Kp i Dst 3MiHIOBasIMCS BiIIOBiAHO B Mexax 0—
2.31-10-19 uTmn.

3 BOT0 BUILIMBAE, 10 CTAH KOCMIYHOT ITOTO/IH LIJIKOM CIPHUSB A0CHipKkeHHI0 edekTti C3.
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Puc. 1. Mana po3noniny CTaHIii CIIOCTEPEKEHHS Ta JIiHIs pyXy MICI4HOT TiHi
Fig. 1. A station distribution map and a moon’s shadow motion line

3ACOBU TA METOAU
Jus po3B’s3aHHSA 3afadi BUABJICHHSA BIATYKY ioHOC(hepH Ha KIUTBIETIOAIOHE COHSAYHE 3aTEMHCHHS
21 gepasa 2020 p. Hanm IHOIACHKIM CYOKOHTHHEHTOM BHKOPHCTaHI peecTpamii CHUTHaNIB TI00anbHOL
HaBITaIlifHOI CYIMYTHHKOBOI CHCTEeMH Ha JBOYACTOTHOMY mpuitmadi. CrtaHIi crocTepexeHHs Oyimo oOpaHO
MOOIM3Y TPAEKTOPIT pyXy MiCSYHOI TiHI Ha 3eMHil moBepxHi (Tabu. 1).

Tabmuus 1. Bukopucrtani cTaHmii Ta CymyTHUKH. [Hais.
Table 1. The using stations and satellites. India.

No Cranrist @° A° PosramryBanns CyImyTHUKH
1 HYDE 17.81 78.55 | Xaiimapaban G02,G05,G06,G17,G19,G24,G28
2 11SC 12.94 77.57 | banranop G02,G06

Y rabmuii HaBeneHI Ha3Ba, reorpadiuHe pO3TallyBaHHS CTaHIii, HaWOJMKYe BENUMKE MICTO,
BUKOPHCTOBYBaHI CyIyTHUKH OTOYHOTO rpymnyBanHs B nepiog C3 04:00 — 09:00 21 ueprus 2020 p.

Po3paxyHok noBHoro enektponHoro Bmicty (IIEB) BukoHyBaBcsi 32 METOIMKOLO, sIKY BHKIJIaJeHO B [43], 3
TouHicTio He 6inbm, Hix 0.1 TECU (Total Electron Content Unit, 1 TECU = 10% m~?). YpaxyBanHs B pisHuLIi
HOCIHHHMX YacTOT y mBoYacToTHOMY mpwuitomi, monpaska DCB (Differential Code Biases), BukomyBanocs 3a
nonomoroto riodansuoi kaptu I[TEB [44] Ha nenp 3aremueHHs. Pesynbrar ouinku [1EB 3anexuts Bin pyxy
TOYKHA BUMIipIOBaHHS B F>-mmapi ioHocthepw, pyxy MicsdHOi TiHI Ta oOepTaHHS 3eMJi HaBKOJO CBO€I Bici.
[IBuAKICTE TOYKH BHMIPIOBaHHS B cepenHbOMY nopiBHIOBana 50—150 M/c ta B pobori [43] He BpaxoByBajach.
Ha3eemo TOYkM BUMIpIOBaHHS 1OHOC(EPHUMH TOYKAMH, & iXHIO IIOCHIJOBHICTH IIPOJBEOTOM OKPEMOTO
CyImyTHHKA. Takok (QYHKII€I0 TOKPUTTS A Ha3BEMO BiIHOIICHHS TUTOII TIEPEKPUTTS BUIUMUX ITUCKIB Micsis Ta
Conusg. Toukd TPONBOTY MPAKTHYHO 3aBXKAW 3HAXOMATHCS B MiBTiHI 3aTemHeHHs. lllmpwHa miBTiHI MOXe
JIOCATAaTH JEKITBKOX TUCSY KioMeTpiB. [Ipm 30mmKeHHI TOYKM BHMIpIOBaHHSA Ta HEHTPY MicsS4yHOI TiHiI (aza
3aTeMHEHHS HAONMKAETBCS O CBOTO MAaKCHMAIBHOTO 3HadeHHS. ToMy BiATYK ioHOC(EpHW Ha COHSYHE
3aTeMHEHHS (OPMYETHCS IOCTYNIOBO B 3AJIEKHOCTI Bif MOTOYHOI (ha3W 3aTEMHEHHS Ta TPUBAE OJIM3BKO
1 ronunam. 3 iHmoro 6oxy B ctBopeHHi IIEB 6epe ydacTs COHAYHMI MOTIK, 3MiHIOIOYHI CBOIO iIHTEHCHBHICTD
MPOTATOM Yacy COHSYHOTO 3aTeMHeHHs. [loisl MOTJIMHEHOT COHSIYHOT eHeprii S Uil KOXKHOT TOUKH BUMIPIOBaHHS
3a mepioJl pO3BUTKY COHSYHOTO 3aTEMHEHHS J03BOJISIE€ TOYHIIIE BpaXyBaTH OYiKyBaHUH €(EeKT 3HWKEHHS PiBHSI
[1EB. BpaxoBy€eThCst B3a€MHE II0JIOXKEHHS HeOECHUX TiJI i 9ac JITHBOTro coHuecTossHHs 21 uepBHst 2020 poky.

Bennunny 3umwkenss [1EB, sk pe3ynbTar BIUIMBY COHSIYHOTO 3aTEMHEHHsI, BIJTHECEMO 10 MOMEHTY 4acy
JIOCSITHEHHSI MaKCHMAaJIbHOTO 3HaueHHs (yHKnii MOKpuTTs A Ta TOB’SHKEMO 3 BIINOBIZHOIO TOYKOIO
BUMiproBaHH: B F2-1mapi ioHocdepu.

JIiHii pyxy MmicstyHOl TiHI 3eMiIe0 Ta pPO3TallyBaHHsS CTaHLIH CHOCTEpeXeHHs Bkasaui Ha Puc.l. Pyx
LEHTPY MICIYHOI TiHi BiIMidaBcs IIO3HAYKaMH yacy 3 KpokoM 10 xB.

B inTepBaii croctepeskennst (6-7 roauH) 06pOOISUTHCH CHTHAITM MIOTOYHOTO TPYITyBaHHs cymyTHUKIB GO02,
GO05, G06, G17, G19, G24, G28. Pesympratu HaBemeHo mius cranmiii HYDE ta 1ISC. Kontypry mamy 3
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TPAEKTOPISIMH CYNyTHHKIB Ta IOJOXEHHS LUX CTaHLill IMoka3aHo BixnoBigHo Ha Puc. 2 i1 3. Baximso, mo
TPaEKTOpii Ta CTaHLIT 3HAXOAMINCS MIBACHHIIIE 00J1aCTi MAKCUMaIbHOTO 3aTEMHEHHS.

lonoBHy cucremarnuny noxuoOky B ouinky [1EB nBouacToTHMM mpuiiMayeM BHOCHTH 3MIIIEHHS 4acy MiX
JIBOMa CIIOCTePSKEHHIMHU TiceBaonanpHocTedt GPS Ha pisHMx wacrotax. Jlns koMmmeHcari Ii€i mOXuOKd
BukopuctoBytoTh nonpaeku DCB (Differential Code Biases). Cymapua moxu6xa orinku [IEB e nepepuiye 0.1
TECU [26, 28, 43].

PE3YJIbTATU AHAJII3Y JAHUX CIIOCTEPEKEHb

Cmanyia HYDE. Cynymnux GO02. YV xonTpomnpHi mni 20 ta 22 wepBus 2020 p. IIEB B iHTepBani dacy
04:00-06:00, daykryroroun, 36inbiryBaBcs Big ~14 mo 20-21 TECU (Puc. 4). Ilix uac 3aremuenus ITEB
MoCTynmoBo 3MeHINyBaBcs. 3a Mmax =0.542 Ny 3menmmunocs Bim Nvwo~19.4 no 18.2 TECU, mpu upomy
dv = (Nv — Nvo)/Nvo = —6%. 3mentuennst Ny BimOyBanocss CHHXpOHHO 3i 3MiHO0 (azu C3.

VY nmens 3aremuenHs 3 05:00 mo 08:00 cmocrepiramucst kBasimepiogmuni 30yperHs Ny 3 ammiTymoro
dva ~ 0.10-0.15 TECU ta nepiogom T ~ 30 xB.

Migxpecmumo, mo micns 08:30 mano micte maxiaasg [TEB Bix 20.5 no 17 TECU, a notim #ioro moctymnose
3poctanust (nuB. Puc. 4).

Cmanyia HYDE. Cynymnux G05. 20 wepsra 2020 p. 3 06:00 mo 09:00 I[TEB mocTtymoBo 30iIbITyBaBCs Bij
15.5 no 22 TECU, notim mpakTiyHO He 3MiHIoBaBcs 10 10:00, mami crocrepiranocs mocTyrnoBe 3MEHIICHHS
TIEB (Puc. 5).

B inTtepBani uacy 06:00-07:00 22 uepBus 2020 p. 3nauenns IIEB mnepeBumiyBanmm ioro 3HauyeHHs
20 yeprHs 2020 p. na 1.5-5 TECU.

Y nens C3 Bin 06:00 mo 08:00 ITEB 30impmyBaBcst Big 15.5 mo 22.5 TECU, a motiM mnocTynoBo
3meHmyBaBcst 10 16 TECU 06 11:00. fxumo nopiBHioBatu 3HaueHHs [1IEB 21 rta 22 yepus 2020 p., TO
3meHmernHs Ny mix gac 3aTemaeHHs csarano 4 TECU a6o 18%.

Cmanyia HYDE. Cynymuux G06. 20 Tta 22 yepBHsa 2020 p. 3 03:00 mo 08:30 IIEB, ¢uykTyrorouw,
MOCTYMOBO 30inbinyBaBcs Big 12 mo 22 TECU (Puc. 6).

21 yeprHs 2020 p. mig yac C3 cnocrepiranocs 3menmenHs [1EB, sike csarano 2.5 TECU 3a Mmax = 0.588.
Bapiamii [IEB noBHICTO BiCITiIKOBYBAIX YacoBi Bapiamii a3y 3aTeMHEHHS.

Cmanyia HYDE. Cynymuux G17. 20, 21 ta 22 gepBas 2020 p. 3 00:30 mo 04:00 gacosi Bapiamii [IEB Oymu
npubmu3Ho moxioamMu (Puc. 7). 3 04:30 mo 05:40 20 ta 21 wepBHst 2020 p. cmocrepiraiocss HeBenuke (IO
2 TECU) 3menmenns IMEB. 3a Mmax ~ 0.611 mano micue 3menmenns [TEB Bixg ~24 no 22 TECU a6o Ha ~8.3%.
HaiiGinbiie 3MeHIeHHs 3apeecTpoBano mpubiusao o 06:30, Bono csrano 4 TECU (Bix 22 mo 18 TECU).

Cmanyis HYDE. Cynymuux G19. 3 02:00 go 04:00 B ui Tpu aui Mayio micie 3pocranss ITEB, sike 3 04:00
10 05:30 crioBineHMAIOCS, a OTIM MPoIoBXKYyBao 3pocrtati 10 08:00 (Puc. 8).

VY nenp C3 3menmienHs [1IEB po3mouanocs 10 mowarky 3atemHeHHst Ta csrHyno 1.5 TECU. Ilig wac
MakcumanbHOI ¢pa3u C3 [1EB 3menmmBces Bix ~21 go 17 TECU, o610 Ha 19%.

Cmanyis HYDE. Cynymuux G24. Y xontponbHi i B iHTepBaii wacy 05:00-07:30 cnoctepiranocs
nocrynoBe 3poctantst [IEB Big ~14 mpo 20-21 TECU (Puc. 9). Iicins 07:20 20 yepBus 2020 p. mMano micie
3meHiueHHs [TEB.

VY nenp C3 wminimaneHe 3HaueHHs I1EB, mo Oyno 6amspkum nmo 12.25 TECU, 3apeectpoBano o 05:20,
ToOTO Ha mnovatky 3aremHeHHsa. [lpm upomy ANy=2 TECU, abo Ov~14%. 3a Mpmax~0.993 maemo
ANy = 2 TECU, a Ny = 18 TECU, v = 11%.

Cmanyis HYDE. Cynymnux G28. 20, 21 ta 22 uepas 2020 p. 3 02:00 mo 04:20 mano micie maixe
monoTtoHHe 3poctanns [1EB Bix 68 mo 14-17 TECU (Puc. 10).
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Puc. 2. Mana nposiboTiB CymyTHHKIB BiqHOCHO cTaniii HYDE
st a — 20 gepBusi, 6 — 21 yeprHst, 6 — 22 yepHsa 2020 p.
B iHTepBaii yacy 04:00 — 09:00 UT. JliHist 3 yacOBUMH IIO3HAYKaMH TT0Ka3ye TUHAMIKY MakcuMmaibHol daszu C3
Fig. 2. The flying map of satellites relative to the HYDE station
for a — June 20, 6 — June 21, ¢ — June 22, 2020
at time interval 04:00 — 09:00 UT. A line with time marks is shown a maximum magnitude SE dynamics
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- [[1SC 22.06.2020 [04:00-06:30-09:00] oee
B - =l be°

6
Puc. 3. Te x came, mo # Ha Puc. 2, BigHocHo craniii [1ISC
Fig. 3. The same as in Fig. 2, for 1ISC station

V nens C3 Big 04:20 no 05:00 crnocrepiranocs aeske (mo 1 TECU) smenmenns ITEB, mami Bnpomosk
20 xB BiH 3pocTaB, a motim 3 05:40 yOyBas.

21 yeprust 2020 p. Haiidinbiie 3menineHns [IEB ouikyBanocs o 05:45, T0OTO 10 MOMEHTY MaKCUMAaJIbHOT
tdasm 3atemuenns. [Ipu mpomy ANy = 3.8 TECU, a Nyw=23 TECU, 6v~16.5%. 3a Mma = 0.389 maemo
ANy =2 TECU, a Nyo = 20 TECU, 6v = 10%.

Cmanyia 11SC. Cynymnux G02. Y xoutponbhi aui ITEB Bix 04:00 no 09:00, cnabo ¢uykryrorou,
36impuryBascs Bix 14 mo 22-24 TECU (Puc. 11).

Y nmens C3 go 05:00 gacoBi Bapiamii Oynum Maike Taki X, SK 1 y KOHTponbHI fHi. [licms mowarky
3aremHeHHs 3poctanist I[IEB crioBinbHMIIOCH. 38 Mmax = 0.390 TTEB 3menmuBces Big 19.4 g0 17.5 TECU, 106710
Ha 1.9 TECU a6o 10%.

Cmanyia 11ISC. Cynymnux G06. 20 ta 22 yepsus 2020 p. IIEB maii’ke MOHOTOHHO 3pocTaB Bix 10 1o
22 TECU (Puc. 12).
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Ilig gac 3atemuenss [IEB 3menmryBaBcst mo makcumansHoro 3HadeHHS 2 TECU 3a Mmax = 0.453. Tlpu
npomy Nyo = 19 TECU, dv = 11%.

\ | g0/l ©
NL V ] / 5 y.2 \ [~ A% ~ LS
TECU A A _ \ N B
_/ 7,’{) —80 0.8
20 ’755: N - r
\ | \ —60 0.6
18 \\‘ £k
\ 40 0.4
16 \\ \\ L L.
- 20 0.2
A N
12|||1|||||||||||||||||\|||||||||||||||||||| 0 =0.0
04:00 05:00 06:00 07:00 08:00 09:00 10:00 11:00 UT
Puc. 4. Yacosa 3anexnicts [IEB B3n0Bx) nponboty cynmythuka GO2 BignocHo cranuii HYDE.
Kpugi 1 — I1EB 3a 21 uepsns 2020 p., 2 — I1EB 3a 20 uepsnst 2020 p., 3 — [1EB 3a 22 yepsus 2020 p.,
4 — BimHOCHA TUTOIIA MOKPUTOT YacTuHuU qucKy CoHust A (QYHKIIS TIOKPHUTTS),
5 — piBeHb IHTEHCHBHOCTI S COHSYHOTO BUITPOMiHIOBaHHs. [IyHKTHpHA JIiHIs MTOKa3ye OviKyBaHi Bapiaiii
ITEB 3a BincytHocti C3
Fig. 4. Time dependence of the TEC along flying G02 relative HYDE station.
Curves 1 — TEC for June 21, 2020, 2 — TEC for June 20, 2020, 3 — TEC for June 22, 2020,
4 — arelative square of covered part of a Sun’s disk A (cover function),
5 — intensity level of the Sun’s radiation S.
The dotted line shows an TEC expected variations in the case of absent of SE
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Puc. 5. Te x, mo i Ha Puc. 4, B310BX npoiboTy cymytHika GO5S
Fig. 5. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G05 satellite
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Puc. 6. Te x, mo i Ha Puc. 4, B310BXK nponsoTy cymyTHrka GO6
Fig. 6. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G06 satellite
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Puc. 7. Te x, mo i Ha Puc. 4, B310BK npoasoTy cynyTHuka G17
Fig. 7. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G17 satellite
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Puc. 8. Te x, mo i Ha Puc. 4, B310BXK nponsoTy cymyTHHKa G19
Fig. 8. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G19 satellite
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Puc. 9. Te x, mo i Ha Puc. 4, B310BXK nposboTy cynyTHuka G24
Fig. 9. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G24 satellite
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Puc. 10. Te x, mo # Ha Puc. 4, B310BX nponsoTy cymyTHrka G28
Fig. 10. The same as in Fig. 4, along the flying of the G28 satellite
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Puc. 11. Te x, mo % Ha Puc. 4, BigHocHO cranmii 11ISC B3q0B) nponpoTy cymyTHHKa GO2
Fig. 11. The same as in Fig. 4, relative to the 1ISC station along the flying of the G02 satellite
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Puc. 12. Te x, mo % Ha Puc. 4, BigHocHo cranmii 11SC B3noBxk nponsoTy cymyTtHHKa GO6
Fig. 12. The same as in Fig. 4, relative to the 1ISC station along the flying of the G06 satellite

OBI'OBOPEHHSA

C3 21 ueprust 2020 p. Mayio aekinbka ocobnuBocteil. [lo-mepiie, BOHO Maio Miciie moOau3y eKBaTopa, e
YiTKO IPOSIBISIETBCS €KBaTOpiaNbHa ioHOc(epHa aHOMalisi Ta (oHTaH-eekT, TOOTO mpoBaJ B 3HAYEHHI
KOHIICHTpAI[il JICKTPOHIB MOOIM3Y MAarHiTHOTO ekBaropy. Ilo-apyre, 3aTEMHEHHS CIOCTEPIirayiocs MoOIu3y
nepiogy JITHBOrO coHiecTosiHHsA, kKoau CoHue Ha Bucortax Ounbmie ~250 km He 3axoauth. Ilo-Tpere, C3
po3modanocs 1o cBiTaHKy. [lo-ueTBepTe, 3aTeMHEHHS OyII0 KUTHIIETIONi0HIM.

Sk Bigomo, C3 CympoOBOIKYETHCS OJIOKYBAaHHSM COHSYHOTO BHIIPOMIHIOBAHHS, LIO NPU3BOAUTH JO
OXOJIOJDKEHHS atMocepu Ta ioHOc(hepHOI IIa3Mu, 3MEHIIEHHS KOHIeHTpamii enekTpoHiB N y ioHOCOeEpi,
aKTHUBI3aIlil POJIi MMOTOKIB ITa3MH Ta (POTOECNEKTPOHIB, MPOIIECIB IEPEHOCY 3 OHIET MiBKYJIl B 1HIIY, ITiCHICHHS
TOPU30HTAILHUX BITPIiB, CIPSIMOBAHUX IO OXOJIOKEHOI YaCTHHM aTMOc(hepH, 30YpeHHS eNIeKTPONPOBiJHOCTI
ioHOC(EpH, ENEKTPUYHOTO IOJISI TA eNEKTPUYHHX CTPYMIB, MOpyLieHHs poHTaH-edekTy. Bee e npu3BoauTh 10
HerpuBianpHuX Bapianiit N i [IEB.

Yacosi Bapiarii [IEB y Beprukansromy croBmi Ny(t) 103BONISIOTE OIiHUTH He30ypeHe 3aTeMHeHHSIM Nyo Ta
fioro 30ypenust ANy =Ny — Ny ta BigHocHe 30ypenHst Ov = ANy /Nyo. Ili 3Ha4YeHHS B 3aJCKHOCTI Bij
MaKCHMAaJIbHOT'O 3HaueHHs (a3u 3aTeMHEeHHsI Mmax JUIs1 pI3HUX CYITyTHHUKIB HaBEJCHO y TabI. 2.

Tabmnuus 2. 3anexxHicTs napamerpiB ioHochepH Bifl Mmax
Table 2. lonosphere parameters dependence on Mmax

CynyTHHK G05 G28 G02 G06 G02 G06 G17 G19 G24

M max 0.313 0.389 0.390 0.453 0.542 0.588 0.611 0.643 0.993
Nvo 22 20 19 19 19.4 19.5 22 21 18
ANy —4 -2 -1.7 -2 -1.2 -2.5 —4 —4 -2
dv, % -18 -10 -9 -11 —6 -13 -18 -19 -11

Sk BUAHO 13 Tabi. 2, CIOCTEPIraeThCs TEHICHINS O TOTO, MO0 OIMBIIOMY 3Ha4eHHIO Mmax BiAmoBizmae
Oinbiie 3Ha4eHHS |[Oy|. AJle € TpU BUHATKH: 38 Mmax, 110 ctanoBmian 0.313, 0.542 Ta 0.993. 3nauenns dy ~ —18%
38 Mmax =~ 0.313 mMoxxe OyTu moB’si3aHe 3 Jenio cy0 €KTUBHOI iHTeproJsiieo 3anexHocTi Nyo(t) Ta ouiHKorO
ANy, a TakoX 3 0cOOJIMBOCTSIMH €KBaTOpianbHOI i0HOChepHOi anoMaii. 3HaueHHs1 On = —6% TakoXX BHKJIMKaHE
Hiero ocobnuBicTio. AHOManbHO Maje 3HaueHHs |On|~ 11% 3a Mmax = 0.993 BHKIHMKaHe THUM, IO CYITyTHHK
HaOJIMXKaBCs 10 001aCTi MAKCUMAIBHOTO 3aTEMHEHHS BpaHili, Koiu 3HadeHHs1 Ny Oynm mocuth Madi. Jlo Takoro
’K BUCHOBKY Jilitim i aropu [41].

C3, SIK IpaBmII0, CYPOBOKYIOTHCS AKTHBI3AIEI0 XBUIILOBOI aKTUBHOCTI (nB., Hanpukiaaz, [45-51]). Ilix
yac 3areMHeHHs 21 yepBHs 2020 p. XBUILOBI 30ypeHHS NPAaKTHYHO He criocrepiranuck. He Branmocs 3’sicyBaru,
YUM 11e OyJI0 BUKIIMKAHO.
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I'OJIOBHI PE3YJIbTATHU

1. IIpoanamizoBano wacosi Bapiauii I[IEB nnst Tpaexropii CymyTHHUKIB 1 po3TallyBaHHS NPUAMAaIbHUX
CTaHIIIH, 0 3HAXOIUIUCS MiBAEHHIIIE 001aCTi MAKCUMAaJILHOTO 3aTEMHEHHS.

2. Jlns Ginsmocti 3anexxnoctedd Ny(t) Bemnunua mpedinuty Ny 36imburyBanacst mpu 30inbimensi dasu C3.
BinxunenHs Big wi€l TEHACHIIT MOTIIO OYTH MOB’s13aHe 3 0COOIMBOCTSAMH €KBATOPiaTbHOI i0HOC(hEpH.

3. Haii6inbme 3menmenss [1EB csarano 4 TECU 3a Mmax = —0.643. BigHocHe 3MeHIIEHHS NIpU IOMY
ckmaznano —19%.

4. B pankoBuii uyac 3meHmenHst [IEB ne nepesunryBano 2 TECU 3a Ny = 13.5-14.5 TECU. Ilpu usomy
Sv =-11%.

5. XBuIiboBi mportiec, mo cynpoBomKyBaiau C3, MPaKTUIHO HE CIIOCTEPIraIucs.

®IHAHCYBAHHSA POBOTHU
PoGoty BuKoHaHO 3a (iHaHCOBOI minTpuMku HamioHampHOTO (OHOY HOCHIIKEHB YKpaiHH, HPOEKT
2020.02/0015 “TeopernuHi Ta eKCIEPUMEHTAJIbHI JOCIKEHHsI TJ00anbHUX 30ypeHb MPUPOIHOIO i
TEXHOTEHHOT'0 OXOJKEHHS B crcTeMi 3emits — atMocdepa — ionochepa”. PoO0Ty Takok 4acTKOBO IiATPUMAHO
B pamkax gaepxOromketHux HJIP, 3amanux MOH VYkpainu (sHomepu nepxkpeectpaitii 0121U109881 Tta
0121U109882).
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TEC VARIATIONS IN EQUATORIAL IONOSPHERE DURING JUNE 21, 2020 SOLAR ECLIPSE
L. F. Chernogor, Yu. B. Mylovanov, V. L. Dorokhov, V. A. Podnos, A. M. Tsymbal, M. B. Shevelev,
V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University, Ukraine, 61022, Kharkiv, Svobody Square, 4

Relevance. Solar eclipse (SE) is characterized by numerous dynamic processes in all the Earth's shells and geophysical
fields. Each SE is the cause of regular and irregular effects that are unique. This is influenced by the SE magnitude,
geographical coordinates, solar activity, time of year, time of day, atmospheric and space weather and other factors.
Therefore, the task of a comprehensive and in-depth study of physical processes in geoshells for each new SE is relevant.

The aim of this paper is describing of the results of the analysis of vertical TEC caused by the SE on June 21, 2020 in the
area near the Earth's equator. The eclipse was unique in that it was observed in equatorial and subtropical latitudes near the
summer solstice and was annular character.

Methods and Methodology. Indian stations located south of the SE magnitude region were selected for analysis. The total
error of the TEC assessment does not exceed 0.1 TECU.

Results. Temporal variations of TEC for the trajectory of satellites and the location of receiving stations south of the region
of maximum eclipse were analyzed. For most time dependences of the TEC Ny(t), the magnitude of the ANv depression was
increased with growth coverage of the Sun's disk. The differences in this dependence can be explained by the peculiarities of
the ionosphere in the equatorial belt of the Earth. The largest depression in TEC could be 4 TECU at Mmax ~ —0.643. The
relative variations in the electron concentration were —19%. In the morning, the decrease in TEC did not exceed 2 TECU
according to Nvo ~ 13.5-14.5 TECU. The relative decrease in electron concentration dv = —-11%. During the annular eclipse,
changes in the waveform character in variations in the concentration of electrons were practically not detected.

Conclusions. The parameters of TEC temporal variations in the equatorial ionosphere during the annular SE on June 21,

2020 have been established.
KEY WORDS: equatorial ionosphere, solar eclipse, GPS observations, total electron content, TEC depression
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