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Abstract: Electron density irregularities in the ionosphere modify the phase and amplitude of trans-
ionospheric radio signals. We aim to characterize the spectral and morphological features of E- and F-
region ionospheric irregularities likely to produce these fluctuations or “scintillations”. To characterize
them, we use a three-dimensional radio wave propagation model—“Satellite-beacon Ionospheric
scintillation Global Model of upper Atmosphere” (SIGMA), along with the scintillation measurements
observed by a cluster of six Global Positioning System (GPS) receivers called Scintillation Auroral
GPS Array (SAGA) at Poker Flat, AK. An inverse method is used to derive the parameters that
describe the irregularities by estimating the best fit of model outputs to GPS observations. We analyze
in detail one E-region and two F-region events during geomagnetically active times and determine
the E- and F-region irregularity characteristics using two different spectral models as input to SIGMA.
Our results from the spectral analysis show that the E-region irregularities are more elongated along
the magnetic field lines with rod-shaped structures, while the F-region irregularities have wing-like
structures with irregularities extending both along and across the magnetic field lines. We also
found that the spectral index of the E-region event is less than the spectral index of the F-region
events. Additionally, the spectral slope on the ground at higher frequencies is less than the spectral
slope at irregularity height. This study describes distinctive morphological and spectral features of
irregularities at E- and F-regions for a handful of cases performed using a full 3D propagation model
coupled with GPS observations and inversion.

Keywords: ionospheric irregularities; radio wave propagation; irregularity spectra; auroral E- and
F-regions

1. Introduction

The range and spread of satellite-based applications are growing fast due to the
high efficiency, accuracy, and precision of Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS)
measurements. However, the fidelity of these measurements is limited by various factors,
including the ionosphere [1–4]. There are three major regions of the ionosphere called the D-
region (50–90 km), the E-region (90–150 km), and the F-region (approximately 150–500 km).
These regions do not have a sharp boundary, and the altitude at which they occur varies day
and night and from season to season [5,6]. Precipitation of energetic particles from the Sun
and the Earth’s magnetosphere into the ionosphere modifies the ionospheric background
electron density, thereby creating irregularities. The satellite signal propagating through
the density irregularities of intermediate scale sizes (a few hundred meters–a few tens
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of kilometers) can cause radio signal fluctuations, henceforth referred to as ionospheric
scintillations. The scintillation effects can be detrimental to GNSS signals, but they can be
used as a diagnostic tool in studying ionospheric irregularities [7,8]. In this study, we utilize
scintillation observations to examine the characteristic features of density irregularities
over the auroral region using a forward electromagnetic (EM) wave propagation model
and an inverse method.

In the auroral region, the density irregularities are subjected to auroral dynamics,
particle precipitation, and plasma instabilities such as gradient drift instability (GDI),
Kelvin Helmholtz instability (KHI), etc., generating density structures causing amplitude
and phase fluctuations [9–11]. These disturbances in the auroral region showed a correlation
with Global Positioning System (GPS) scintillation activity [12–14]. The enhancement of
ionospheric scintillations is found at the boundaries of the auroral oval, and the auroral
region shows more dominance of phase fluctuations than amplitude scintillations [8]. It is
also found that the auroral scintillations frequently occur near midnight magnetic local time
(MLT) and are strongly correlated with the disturbances in the local magnetic field [15],
and possibly associated with precipitation during a substorm event [14]. We will look in
detail at a few hand-picked phase scintillation events recorded at the auroral station that
occurred during active geomagnetic times at E- and F-region altitudes, thereby analyzing
the differences/similarities of irregularity morphology at E- and F-region ionosphere. The
choice of the limited number of events is based on the availability of measurements from
multiple SAGA receivers with at least 30 s long continuous scintillation and simultaneous
measurements from other auxiliary data sets.

1.1. Background

The study of ionospheric scintillation and scintillation models is based on radio wave
propagation theory in random media. Ionospheric density irregularities are usually de-
scribed as a random medium, allowing to physically interpret the scintillation data in terms
of the properties of the irregular ionosphere and the structures within [1,2]. These density
irregularities distort the wavefront coming from the satellite, giving rise to a randomly
phase-modulated wave. Further propagation towards the receiver causes further wave
modulation, producing a complicated interference pattern on the ground. It is known that
the fluctuations of a satellite radio signal are a consequence of the existence of random
density irregularities within the ionosphere [1,2]. The spectrum of these irregularities can
be measured in situ or estimated using phase and amplitude scintillations observed on the
ground. The one-dimensional spectrum obtained from in situ probes can be effectively used
to extract a three-dimensional spectrum by integrating over two dimensions. Such recon-
struction is possible only for isotropic irregularities [16]. Since ionospheric irregularities are
anisotropic, interpretation of spectra necessarily involves the information about the shape
of the irregularities [17]. Previous studies on the anisotropy measurements of ionospheric
irregularities indicate three general shapes of high latitude irregularities classified as rods,
sheets, and wings [18–20]. The irregularities with sheet-like structures were observed
during auroral precipitation in the F-region of auroral oval [19,21]. The nonlinear evolution
of plasma instabilities explains the anisotropy of sheet-like irregularity structures in the
auroral F-region [22–24]. The irregularity morphology in the auroral E-region is related to
the current flows in the electrojet that causes rod-like field-aligned structures [25,26]. The
irregularity spectrum of these density structures can be characterized by spectral models
such as Hybrid [27] and Shkarofsky [1]. The spectral index is the power-law index of the
irregularity spectra that can be dependent on the scale sizes of density irregularities. The
spectral index computed for high-latitude F-region irregularities with scale sizes of 300 m
to 1 km is 4 ± 1 [17]. Spectral representation of ionospheric density irregularities includes
representation in terms of wave number or outer scale [28]. The outer scale (l0) is defined
as the largest spatial dimension of the irregularities, given by l0 = 2π/k0, where k0 is the
outer scale wave number. The spectral index of 4 is consistent for F-region measurements
with outer scale wavenumber (k0 = 2 km−1) [28]. The spectral indices can be different for
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irregularities at different altitudes. For example, the spectral index values for high latitude
F-region irregularities vary from 2.5 to 4.5, whereas the E-region spectral index values range
from 1.5 to 3.2 [29]. Despite the studies mentioned here, a comparison between auroral
E- and F-region irregularity spectra and the irregularity shapes had been missing, which
motivates this study.

1.2. Motivation

The spectral and morphological studies of high-latitude ionospheric irregularities
have often been performed using satellite observations. A two-dimensional (2-D) analytic
phase screen model is used to characterize the structures associated with a series of polar
cap patches [30]. However, detailed observation and modeling-based study to understand
auroral E- and F-region irregularity spectra and irregularity shapes using a phase screen
three-dimensional (3-D) propagation model coupled with GNSS scintillation observations
has not been explored. The motivation of this study is to analyze the similarities and/or
differences between the E- and F-region irregularity morphological and spectral features
in the ionosphere. We address this using a full 3-D global EM wave propagation model
called “Satellite-beacon Ionospheric scintillation Global Model of the upper Atmosphere”
(SIGMA) [31]. We investigate the spectral characteristics and the anisotropy of the iono-
spheric irregularities for three events that occurred at auroral E- and F-region altitudes
during geomagnetically active times. The SIGMA model propagates the radio signal
through the phase screens. A phase screen is assumed to introduce random signal phase
fluctuations proportional to the electron density in that layer [1]. The spectral models
Hybrid and Shkarofsky are used to characterize the distribution of ionospheric density
irregularities in SIGMA and further study their morphology. An inverse method, as de-
scribed by [32], is used to derive irregularity parameters such as root-mean-square (RMS)
of the electron density fluctuations, spectral index, irregularity axial ratio, and drift velocity
by comparing GNSS observations to the SIGMA outputs, which gives an insight into the
physics of the irregularity structures involved in the generation of these GNSS scintillations.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we describe the observational
data taken from the array of GPS receivers, auxiliary data, and the methodology of our
analysis. We present the results obtained from our inverse analysis and irregularity shape
sensitivity study in Section 3. We discuss the results in Section 4 and conclude the work in
Section 5.

2. Data and Methodology

In this section, we describe the GPS measurements and auxiliary observations used
in this study. We also discuss the model configuration and approach to incorporate the
observational data into the model for further analysis and inversion.

2.1. Observational Data

Scintillation Auroral GPS Array (SAGA) has six Connected Autonomous Space Envi-
ronment Sensor (CASES) GPS receivers established at Poker Flat Research Range (PFRR),
Alaska [33]. Each SAGA receiver provides 50 Hz power and phase measurements for each
satellite being tracked at L1 C/A (1575.42 MHz) and L2C (1227.60 MHz) frequencies (in
this work, only L1 is used). We use the high rate time series data from CASES receivers, de-
trended and filtered as recommended by [34]. Here, the authors would like to acknowledge
that there are different filtering techniques to determine the cut-off frequency for the filter
in order to separate refractive vs. diffractive components of scintillation [35]. However,
we are interested in phase fluctuations caused by ionospheric structures responsible for
refractive and/or diffractive effects. Hence, 0.1 Hz high-pass filter cut-off suffices and is a
convenient pick for an inverse method with thousands of filtered time series.

We examine the phase fluctuation events detected by SAGA, identified as E- or F-region
events by the simultaneous Poker Flat Incoherent Scatter Radar (PFISR) measurements
of electron density [36]. In their work, the height of the irregularity layer associated with
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each scintillation event is hypothesized to be due to the activity in the E-layer (below
150 km) or the F-layer (above 195 km) using PFISR density measurements. An event is
an E-region event when its peak density is at E-layer altitudes and an F-region when the
peak density is at F-layer altitudes. Though we estimate the irregularity height from the
PFISR electron density measurements, we would like to emphasize that we also perform an
inverse analysis at both (E- and F-region) heights for each event within SIGMA. By doing so,
the event is marked as E-/F-region not only by looking at the peak electron density but also
from the SIGMA inverse analysis. In this paper, the optimal irregularity heights obtained
from inverse analysis for all events match the irregularity heights detected by the PFISR
peak electron density (plots added as supplementary material). It is also reported that most
events analyzed during 2014 and 2015 by [36] at PFRR are phase-only scintillation events.

The selected events for this study are—(1) an F-region event occurred on 7 October
2015 at 18:07:25 UTC (07:19 MLT) with geomagnetic activity index Kp 7 [37] (referred to as
“SAGA1”), shown in Figure 1a; (2) another F-region event on 16 November 2014 at 01:17:00
UTC (14:20 MLT) with Kp index 4 (“SAGA2”), shown in Figure 1b; and (3) an E-region event
on 16 November 2014 at 09:13:18 UTC (22:35 MLT) with Kp index 4 (“SAGA3”), shown in
Figure 1c. For modeling studies, the SAGA receiver IIT9 (65.12◦ N, −147.47◦ E) is used for
the SAGA1 event, and IIT11 (65.11◦ N, −147.46◦ E) is used for SAGA2 and SAGA3 events.
The choice of the receiver is made based on the intensity of the observed phase fluctuations;
strong phase fluctuations are selected for further modeling analysis. The phase fluctuations
shown in Figure 1a–c are plotted for the SAGA receivers with continuous 50 Hz data during
the scintillation interval. Data from all available receivers are used to obtain drift velocity
estimates using the spaced-receiver method, which uses high-rate detrended, filtered phase
measurements observed by multiple SAGA receivers [38]. We want to emphasize that the
neutral wind dynamics at E-region heights would affect the SAGA drift estimates and
are not considered in the current multi-receiver drift estimation technique. Most of the
SAGA estimates encompass the F-region drifts, and for E-region drift estimates, we rely on
the observations from PFISR. PFISR has an electronically steerable phased array capable
of forming beams for different experiment modes [39]. The PFISR data we use have an
experimental configuration of four beams, as shown in Figure 2. The configuration includes
a zenith beam, a southward beam that points antiparallel to the local magnetic field, and
two other beams spread out at similar elevation angles.

Figure 1. Time series of detrended and filtered GPS signal phase (Φ f ) for L1 C/A, (a) PRN 25, an
F-region event on 7 October 2015, (b) PRN 1, an F-region event, and (c) PRN 30, an E-region event,
both on 16 November 2014. Data from all available SAGA receivers (IIT1, IIT3, etc.) during the
scintillation interval are over-plotted for each event. (d–f) are the corresponding power spectral
densities (PSD) for each event.
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Figure 2. The sky plots of PFISR beam configuration (cyan squares) and the GPS satellites (solid
red dots) (a) PRN 25 for SAGA1 event, (b) PRN 1 for SAGA2 event, and (c) PRN 30 for SAGA3
(satellite path with a solid red dot marked as endpoint) events. (d) Skyplot of PFISR beams and PRN
30 location for the SAGA 3 event is plotted over an all-sky image of 557.7 nm green line auroral
emission during the scintillation interval.

We look at the closest PFISR beam to the selected GPS satellite over Poker Flat. For
F-region events, we consider the anti-parallel beam (beam at magnetic zenith) with 205.7◦

azimuth and 77.5◦ elevation (see Figure 2), the southernmost beam to PFISR. The beam
with 76.1◦ azimuth and 66.2◦ elevation is used for E-region electron number density. The
sky plot in Figure 2a–c shows the proximity of the GPS satellites and the PFISR beams used
in this study. It shows that the signal fluctuations for SAGA1, SAGA2, and SAGA3 cases
observed for the GPS satellites PRN 25, PRN 1, and PRN 30, respectively, can be seen close
to the selected beams of PFISR. Figure 2d shows the all-sky image of the auroral arc plotted
over the sky plot with the position of the PFISR beam and GPS satellite during the SAGA3
scintillation event. This indicates that the scintillation activity is more likely to correlate
with the auroral activity evident from green line auroral emissions. SAGA1 and SAGA2
events occurred during local daylight, so no camera data are available.
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2.2. Modeling

We use SIGMA in this study, a 3D forward propagation model that simulates the
propagation of a radio wave through the ionospheric irregularities where the density
distribution is represented by one or multiple phase screens or layers. We use spatial
electron density distribution from the spectral models, Hybrid [27] and Shkarofsky [1] to
generate the phase screens in SIGMA. The Hybrid spectrum in the irregularity coordinate
system (in primed coordinates) is defined as

P′NH(~k′) =
a(γH − 2)
2π3/2k0

2 ∆N2

(
1 +

kx
′2 + ky

′2

k0
2

)−γH/2

exp

(
−(ak0)

2 kz
′2

k0
2

)
(1)

where γH is the spectral index, ak0 depicts the axial ratio (AXR). kx
′, ky

′, and kz
′ are the

wave numbers in x′, y′, and z′, respectively. z′ and kz
′ are along the magnetic field B0,

while the other two coordinates are in a plane perpendicular to B0. k0 is the wave number
associated with the outer scale l0. ∆N is the root-mean-square (RMS) of the electron
density fluctuations, which are assumed to be generated by a zero-mean stationary random
process. In the Hybrid spectrum, the irregularity distribution follows a power law in a
plane perpendicular to the magnetic field and a Gaussian law along the magnetic field
direction. The field lines are filled with plasma due to ionization in the auroral oval
allowing the plasma distribution to be more like a Chapman distribution which could
explain the Gaussian distribution along the field lines [27]. The symmetric nature of the
Hybrid spectrum with respect to the magnetic field direction makes it suitable for modeling
rod-like irregularities. Unlike the Hybrid, the Shkarofsky spectrum is a more generalized
irregularity spectrum with a power-law distribution in all three directions that can be
changed independently, allowing one to simulate rods, wings, and sheets for irregularity
morphology. The Shkarofsky spectrum is given by

Φ′ξ(~k′) =
σN

2(k0r0)
(p−3)/2r0

3

(2π)3/2K(p−3)/2(k0r0)

(
r0

√
k′2 + k0

2
)−p/2

K(p/2)

(
r0

√
k′2 + k0

2
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where σN
2 is the variance of the electron density fluctuation, p is the spectral index, r0

is the inner scale, l0 = 2π/k0 is the outer scale, k0 is the wave number associated with
the outer scale. k′ is the spatial wave number defined as k′2 = ax

2kx
′2 + ay

2ky
′2 + az

2kz
′2

where ax, ay, and az are the axial ratios in x′, y′, and z′, directions, respectively. Kµ is the
Bessel function of imaginary argument with order µ. The shape of irregularities is defined
with the axial ratio elongation factors ax, ay, az, which are the irregularity elongation
factors in the geomagnetic east–west, in the geomagnetic north–south, and along the
geomagnetic field line directions, respectively. Structures that extend in the direction
of the magnetic field are referred to as rods, and their axial ratios are denoted as 1:1:az
(az > 1). Similarly, the structures extending both in magnetic east–west and along the
field line direction are referred to as wings or sheets. The axial ratios for wings are ax:1:az
(ax < az), while the axial ratios ax:1:az (ax = az) denote the sheets. The Shkarofsky spectrum
enables the irregularity distribution to be shaped independently in all three directions,
whereas the Hybrid spectrum is interdependent in the x and y directions. Furthermore,
note that Shkarofsky only has power-law distribution, while Hybrid can simulate Gaussian
distribution for the spectral representation of irregularities. This study does not intend to
compare these two spectral models as they have different density spectra; instead, we use
both models to examine the irregularity characteristics to find the most suitable spectral
representation of irregularities for each event under study.

Figure 3 illustrates the process we adopt in analyzing an event with an inverse method
and SIGMA to find the best-fit input values that best match the simulated power spectral
density (PSD) to the observed PSD [32,40]. The process starts with selecting a scintillation
event (phase and/or amplitude) detected by SAGA. The approximate observational values
for SIGMA inputs such as electron number density (Ne), drift speed (|vd|), and drift



Sensors 2023, 23, 2477 7 of 19

direction (∠vd) for a selected event are obtained from PFISR and SAGA. We perform
SIGMA simulation over a 4D-grid space with four design variables, namely, Ne, |vd|, ∠vd
and spectral index (SpInd), in addition to other five input parameters, namely, altitude
(Hiono), no. of layers (Nl), layer thickness (Lth), axial ratio (AXR), and outer scale (l0), which
we do not vary during one inverse run. In this study, we only use one irregularity layer,
and the Nl parameter is not varied during the sensitivity analysis (discussed further). The
initial range of values for the three design variables, namely, Ne, |vd|, and ∠vd, are obtained
from the auxiliary data. We consider a range of spectral index values from 2 to 6.

Figure 3. Flow chart illustrates the SIGMA process to find the optimal input values. The number of
irregularity layers used in this study is one (Nl = 1). We perform inverse runs with SIGMA at two
different heights—one at 120km (E-region) and another at 350km height (F-region). We convert the
outer scale (l0) to outer scale wave number (k0) within SIGMA. We fix the inner scales (r0) to satisfy
the Shkarofsky assumption that k0r0 << 1 [1].

A high-rate (50 Hz) time series of a simulated complex signal is generated for each
set of parameters, further used to extract the filtered signal phase and power time series.
The observed power and phase time series data from SAGA and the simulated one for the
selected event are detrended to remove the satellite geometry effects and receiver clock
errors. We use the chi-square fitting test [41] to find the best PSD fit of the simulated data to
the observed data. The maximum likelihood estimate of the model parameters is obtained
by minimizing the chi-square quantity given by the equation below.

χ2 =
1

σy2

N

∑
i=1

(log10 Yi − log10 Xi)
2 (3)

where log10Yis are N number of points on the PSD (dB) of the observed phase, log10Xis
are the points on PSD (dB) of the SIGMA phase, and σy

2 is the variance on the observed
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PSD after removal of any trends. For a good fit [41], χ2 ≈ (N − M) or χ
′

= χ2/(N −
M) ≈ 1, where the degrees of freedom are represented by (N − M), with M as the total
number of design variables to be fitted. We vary the four design variables to evaluate
the chi-square values at each grid point and find the minimal value. We also look at the
confidence levels (later explained in Section 3) associated with the fit for the four design
variables. The confidence intervals can be used to quantify ambiguities for the inverse runs
we perform. The best fit obtained gives the optimal values for the four design variables,
thereby providing a set that best describes the irregularity physics for the event under
consideration. A sensitivity analysis (not mentioned in Figure 3) is further performed
by keeping the optimal values of four design variables fixed and varying the remaining
four SIGMA input parameters one at a time. This sensitivity analysis helps us gauge how
sensitive the other four input parameters (which we did not iterate over during the inverse
analysis) are to the model outputs. Estimating the sensitivities is a workaround to a higher
(more than four) dimensional optimization problem with a large parametric space.

3. Results

This section presents results from our methodology described in Section 2 for all three
events. Figure 4 represents results from the inverse analysis where we found the best fits for
PSDs. Figures 4a,c,e show the best fit obtained for Hybrid spectrum. Figures 4b,d,f show
the best fit obtained for Shkarofsky spectrum. The optimal values of the input parameters
obtained for the best fit for all the events using both Hybrid and Shkarofsky spectra are
mentioned in Tables 1 and 2. χ′ values in PSD plots obtained by the method described
in Section 2 shows how well the simulated PSDs fit the observed PSDs. χ′ values close
to 1 are considered good fits. Figure 4a–d represent the F-region events at 350 km height,
and Figure 4e–f is the E-region event at 120 km height identified by SAGA (as described
in Section 2). The authors would like to mention that we performed the sensitivity study
(discussed further) by varying the height of the irregularity layer to analyze the events at
both the F-region and the E-region heights. Our analysis shows that E- and F-region event
PSDs fit well when analyzed at SAGA-identified heights (Figure not shown). The best-fit
input values for E- and F-region can be used for a comparative study of E- and F-region
irregularities. The best-fit values obtained from the inverse analysis and the sensitivity
study (discussed further) for SIGMA propagation parameters are shown in Table 1 and for
SIGMA spectral parameters are shown in Table 2. The spectral parameters that include outer
scale, axial ratio, spectral index, and RMS electron density fluctuation are used in spectral
models. We call these spectral parameters for SIGMA. The propagation parameters, namely,
the drift velocity, the height of the ionosphere, and the irregularity thickness are used in the
forward propagation equation as explained by [31]. The propagation parameters shown
in Table 1 include the values obtained from the PFISR and SAGA observations (shown
under the observed column) along with the optimal values derived from SIGMA inverse
analysis using Hybrid and Shkarofsky spectrum (shown under the simulated column).
Table 2 values are obtained from the inverse analysis followed by a sensitivity analysis. We
perform an inverse analysis with a range of values for four design variables and fix all other
parameters, including the axial ratio parameter. We repeat this process for three different
(fixed) axial ratios (one in the domain of the rods-like, one as wings-like, and one as sheets-
like structure), for each of the three events, in order to see which is the best one, shown in
Table 3. We then do a sensitivity analysis by varying the numerical values of axial ratios
(elongation) for the same type of the given irregularity structure (rods/wings/sheets),
shown in Figure 5. The best-fit values estimated are shown in Table 2. The simulated
optimum values of electron density and drift velocity using both spectral models are within
the range of PFISR observations for all cases. Similarly, the simulated optimum values of
drift velocity agree well with the SAGA velocity estimates for F-region events.
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Figure 4. The observed and simulated PSD best fits for both Hybrid and Shkarofsky spectral models
for the three events.

Figure 5. The SIGMA sensitivity analysis using the axial ratio parameter for all three events. The
irregularity axial ratio representing wing-like structures fits well for F-region events and the axial
ratio that represents rod-like structures best fits the E-region event.
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Table 1. A comparison of observed and simulated values of the propagation parameters. Hiono is
120 km (350 km) with a thickness of 10 km (50 km) for the E-region (F-region) event. We consider an
outer scale of 15 km for all events. The drift direction estimates are measured counter-clockwise from
the geomagnetic south. The SAGA drift estimates are shown in boldface.

SAGA1—F Event SAGA2—F Event SAGA3—E Event

Parameter Observed Simulated Observed Simulated Observed Simulated

Hybrid Spectrum

Ne (el/m3) (0.2–0.4) × 1012 0.2 × 1012 (0.7–1.1) × 1012 0.75 × 1012 (0.7–1.1) × 1012 1.05 × 1012

|vd| (m/s) 1000–1500 (1500) 1550 450–700 (500) 550 500–800 500
∠vd 130◦–200◦ (140◦) 160◦ 290◦–360◦ (290◦) 300◦ 130◦–200◦ 160◦

Shkarofsky Spectrum

Ne (el/m3) (0.2–0.4) × 1012 0.27 × 1012 (0.7–1.1) × 1012 1.05 × 1012 (0.7–1.1) × 1012 0.74 × 1012

|vd| (m/s) 1000–1500 (1500) 1500 450–700 (500) 500 500–800 825
∠vd 130◦–200◦ (140◦) 140◦ 290◦–360◦ (290◦) 290◦ 130◦–200◦ 130◦

Table 2. The spectral parameters of SIGMA obtained using inverse analysis for all three events.

SAGA1 F—Event SAGA2 F—Event SAGA3 E—Event

Parameter Hybrid Shkarofsky Hybrid Shkarofsky Hybrid Shkarofsky

Axial Ratio 5 ax = 2, ay = 1 , az = 10 5 ax = 2, ay = 1, az = 10 6 ax = 1, ay = 1, az = 10
Wing-like Wing-like Rod-like

Spectral Index 4.5 4.5 4 4.5 3 3.5

Table 3. The inverse analysis performed for three different irregularity structures (rods/wings/
sheets) for each of the three events. Underlined are the best fits.

SAGA1 F—Event SAGA2 F—Event SAGA3 E—Event

Wings χ′ = 1.55 χ′ = 1.82 χ′ = 4.8
Sheets χ′ = 7.21 χ′ = 5.87 χ′ = 5.2
Rods χ′ = 3.2 χ′ = 6.67 χ′ = 1.43

As stated earlier, no drift estimates from SAGA are available for E-region events
because the frozen-in drift assumption does not hold at E-region heights. The best-fit
selection is not just dependent on the χ′ fit but the confidence intervals as well. We
identify confidence intervals at 68.3% and 90% (1 and 2 standard deviations) for different
combinations of the four design variables. We discard cases when the solution appears on
the edges of the parametric space to avoid ambiguity. Figure 6 shows an example of the
confidence intervals for the SAGA2 event.

We present the contours of χ′ with respect to Ne and SpInd in Figure 6a and with
respect to |vd| and ∠vd in Figure 6b. In these plots, we show the position of the global
minimum (χ′min) (magenta circle) and the median (yellow diamond) in the units of the
standard deviation spread. Dashed lines indicate the confidence level contours, and the
solid lines indicate the contours of χ′ values. The contour level associated with χ′ values
close to 1 (area covered under the solid dark blue contour) shows the parametric space
where the model simulations (simulated PSD) have a close match with the observations
(observed PSD). The 90% confidence level contour indicated by the black dotted line shows
a 90% chance that the true values of the design variables will fall within that region. A multi-
dimensional optimization problem may have ambiguities associated with the solutions.
These confidence interval plots are used to quantify ambiguities for the inverse runs we
have performed.
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Figure 6. Contours showing the confidence levels of four SIGMA design variables for the
SAGA2 event.

Following the inverse analysis, we perform a sensitivity analysis by keeping the
optimal values of the four design variables fixed and varying the SIGMA input parameters
(axial ratio, outer scale, and layer thickness) one at a time. We include the sensitivity
analysis results by varying the irregularity axial ratio parameter. Here the author would
like to note that we initially perform the inverse analysis for three different (fixed) axial
ratios (one in the domain of the rods-like, one as the wings-like, and one as the sheets-like
structure), for each of the three events to see which one best fits, shown in Table 3. We then
perform a sensitivity analysis by varying the units of elongation of axial ratios (numerical
values of the axial ratios) inside the domain of the given structure without varying the
other input parameters, shown in Figure 5. As mentioned earlier, the axial ratios in the
Shkarofsky spectrum define different shapes (rods/wings/sheets) of the density structures.
A rod-like pattern (for irregularities elongated along the field lines) can be analyzed with
different elongation factors in the field line direction (similarly for sheets/wings).

As seen from Figure 5, a range of axial ratios with elongation factor for rod-like
irregularities (1:1:az, az > 1) in az direction is varied, for sheet-like irregularities (ax:1:az,
ax = az), both ax and az are varied, and for wing-like irregularities (ax:1:az, az > ax), the
elongation factor in ax direction can be changed. We choose the axial ratio values to cover a
broader range of elongation factors for rod-shaped irregularities and the spread for wing-
like irregularities. The irregularities with axial ratios representing wing-like structures are
analyzed for two F-region events (SAGA1 and SAGA2) and irregularity axial ratios that
represent rod-like structures are analyzed for the E-region event (SAGA3). The best-fit
values of axial ratios for all three events can be seen in Table 2. We also iterate over the
outer scale (l0) and the irregularity layer thickness (Lth) parameters. It is found that the
scintillation strength increases as the irregularity thickness increases and decreases with
the increase in the outer-scale length of the irregularities (figure not shown).

Furthermore, spectral slopes are evaluated using the PSDs extracted from the phase
time series. As mentioned in Section 2, the filter cut-off frequency of 0.1 Hz to obtain phase
fluctuations from the raw data is a convenient pick for the inverse method with thousands
of simulated time series. We compute the slopes of the observed and simulated PSDs to
compare the spectral properties of E- and F-region events. We calculate a linearly fitted
slope at lower frequencies (0.2 Hz to 0.9 Hz) and higher frequencies (1 Hz to 4 Hz). We
are not considering the part inside the circles shown in Figure 7 for slope calculations,
assuming it is inside the noise spectrum. The authors would like to acknowledge that the
PSD spectrum generally shows frequency-dependent contributions of the refractive vs.
diffractive effects; however, the scope of the slope analysis here is to compare the E- and
F-region spectral slopes on the ground and relate them to those at the irregularity height
without delving much into refractive vs. diffractive discussion. As shown in Figure 7, just
like the observed PSDs, even simulated PSDs show the same trend of mostly having steeper
(except the one in Figure 7d) spectra at frequencies below 1 Hz and relatively shallower
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spectra at frequencies above 1 Hz. Such a similar trend in observed and simulated slopes
gives us confidence in our methodology. We compare the spectral slopes estimated on
the ground to the spectral indices at irregularity height. We found that the spectral slopes
on the ground are smaller than the spectral indices at irregularity height. In addition, the
spectral indices for E- and F-region events are computed and are shown in Table 2. It shows
that the spectral index for the E-region event is less than those for the F-region events,
which will be discussed in detail in the next section.

Figure 7. Comparison of observed vs. simulated phase PSD slopes. The left columns (a,c,e) represent
the Hybrid spectrum, and the right columns (b,d,f) represent the Shkarofsky spectrum for all three
events. The slopes are computed for PSDs both at lower (below 1 Hz) and higher frequencies (above
1 Hz). The part inside the circles is considered noise.

The choice of the number of events we analyze in this work is not only based on
the computational constraint to perform a detailed inverse and sensitivity analysis but
also based on the availability of the simultaneous measurements from multiple SAGA
receivers with at least 30 s long continuous scintillation and either of PFISR, ASI, Swarm,
and Defense Meteorological Satellite Program (DMSP) measurements. The detect, classify
and hypothesize (DCH) method applied by [36] reveals very few such phase scintillation
events. In the following section, we discuss our results in detail and recommend future
work on this topic.
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4. Discussion

In this section, we discuss the morphological features of the irregularities at E- and
F-region altitudes that caused the signal fluctuations for the events under study. We also
explain the spectral characteristics of E- and F-region irregularities deduced using the
two spectral models. Furthermore, we describe the outcomes of our sensitivity analysis
performed by varying the irregularity axial ratios and how those relate to the possible
shapes of irregularities (rods/wings/sheets) responsible for the signal fluctuations.

4.1. Morphology of the Irregularity Structures at E and F Heights

Due to high field-parallel conductivity, electron density irregularities in the ionosphere
are expected to be more elongated along the magnetic field lines than across the field lines
in the high latitude regions [19]. As discussed earlier, the irregularities can have rod-like,
sheet-like, and wing-like anisotropic structures, depending upon the formation mechanism
and its location (auroral oval, cusp, and polar cap) [18].
Our findings on the morphology of irregularities responsible for the events mentioned in
Figure 1 can be summarized as follows:

• The axial ratios estimated using our inverse analysis indicate that rod-like irregularity
structures are more prominent for the E-region event (SAGA3 E-event from Table 2).

• Wing-type irregularity structures are likely responsible for the F-region phase fluctua-
tions for both events (SAGA1 and SAGA2 F-events from Table 2).

• Additionally, the sensitivity analysis shown in Figure 5 support the results that the
rod-like irregularities are responsible for E-region phase fluctuations and wing-like
irregularities for F-region phase fluctuations.

In order to analyze scintillation effects at a particular location, geometric factors
must be considered. In magnetically driven plasma, charged particles move much more
freely along the ambient magnetic field lines than across field lines. It leads to field-
aligned anisotropic irregularity structures. Anisotropy is characterized by the axial ratio of
scale length along the magnetic field to that across the field. The scintillation-producing
irregularities generated from diffuse and discrete aurora show a possibility of two different
irregularity formations, field-aligned circular and field-aligned elliptical columns [42]. The
field-aligned circular irregularities can be related to rod-like structures stretched along the
magnetic field lines and isotropic in the other two directions. The field-aligned elliptical
structures are related to wing/sheet-like structures, which have an elongation factor in
the magnetic east–west direction and the magnetic field-aligned direction. The origins of
F-region scintillations are more likely irregularities that are of the form of field-aligned-
elliptical structures (wings/sheets) rather than field-aligned-circular structures (rods) [42].
Usually, irregularity structures of wing type are intermixed with those of sheet type. Sheet-
like structures are observed during nighttime particle precipitation in the auroral oval
at F-region altitudes [19,42–44]. The anisotropy patterns may be related to the auroral
zone dynamics, such as electron precipitation and plasma instabilities [45]. The nonlinear
evolution of E× B drift instability best explains the anisotropy of sheet-like irregularity
structures at F-region altitude in the auroral region [22]. Furthermore, the auroral E-
region irregularity morphology is related to the current flows in the electrojet that causes
field-aligned structures resembling rod-like irregularities [25,26]. A similar irregularity is
found in the auroral E-region associated with the ground-back-scattered echo propagated
via sporadic E reflection [46]. The field-aligned rod-like structures in the E-region could
possibly be formed from the polarization electric fields that map along the geomagnetic
field over mid-latitudes [47] and references therein. Precipitation of low energy electrons at
F-layer heights produces the F-region irregularities, and that of high energy electrons causes
irregularities at E-layer heights [11]. The source of F-region irregularities over Poker Flat
was found to be the auroral blobs which were latitudinally and longitudinally stretched,
resembling the sheet/wing-like structures [19]. It is further mentioned by [44] that the
origin of the source of these auroral blobs could be either polar cusp precipitation or the
latitudinally localized precipitation from the inner boundary of the plasma sheet. These
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were localized but resembled more sheets than rods, and our results from F-region events
concur with this morphology. These prior studies support our results, where we found
more wing-like irregularities in the F-region and rod-like irregularities in the E-region
at auroral latitudes. We observed that the E-region irregularities are produced by hard
precipitation of highly energetic electrons along the magnetic field lines resembling rod-like
structures.

The E-region event selected in this study is associated with a substorm activity with
the electron energies favorable for hard particle precipitation, as shown in Figure 8. The
scintillation activity observed in the SAGA3 event at E-region height is more likely to be
correlated with the auroral activity (as shown in Figures 2d and 8a) and with the local
magnetic field variations (as shown in Figure 8b) occurred near midnight MLT. For E-region
cases, we would like to mention that it is not possible to include the contribution of the
electric field and the current flows in the current spectral models. Additionally, the more
localized SAGA drift estimates (compared to those by ISRs) are not available for E-region
cases because the frozen-in drift assumption does not hold at E-region heights. There is a
need for a full physics-based model that includes the electric fields, current densities, and
strong flow structures.

Figure 8. (a) Keograms of auroral brightness for E-region (SAGA3) event emitted by O, N2
+, H, and

O at wavelengths of 557.7, 427.8, 486.1, and 630.0 nm, respectively. (b) The variations of the local
magnetic components (pink box highlights the scintillation time).

4.2. Variation of the Spectral Index at E- and F-Region Heights

The spectral index is the power-law index for a given irregularity spectrum represented
here by either hybrid or Shkarofsky model at the irregularity layer height. Similarly, the
spectral slope of a PSD of a time series can give us the power-law index of the scintillation
spectrum on the ground. The relationship between the two is discussed below in this
subsection. We analyze spectral indices for E- and F-region phase fluctuations using Hybrid
and Shkarofsky spectral models. The Shkarofsky spectral model uses a power-law variation
of spatial electron number density distribution in all three directions, whereas the Hybrid
spectrum uses a power-law (in the plane transverse to the magnetic field line) and Gaussian
law (along the field).

Our findings on the spectral characteristics of ionospheric irregularities for the E- and
F-region events under study can be summarized as follows:

• We analyzed spectral indices at irregularity layer height for the selected E- and F-
region events. We found that the E-region power law index is less than those for the
F-region cases (see Table 2);

• Spectral slopes of the PSDs of the phase time series on the ground are steeper at
frequencies below 1 Hz compared to those above 1 Hz irrespective of E- or F-region
scintillations (see Figure 7);

• The spectral slope of the scintillation spectrum on the ground is less than the spectral
index at irregularity layer height.
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PSD on the ground is a helpful tool for understanding the relationship between the
scintillation spectrum and the irregularity spectrum. The shape of the observed scintillation
spectrum plays an essential role in determining the power-law nature of the ionospheric
irregularity spectrum [48,49]. The power-law index of the irregularity spectrum at the
irregularity layer (3-D spectral index) height is related to the spectral slope of the PSD on
the ground (2-D spectral index). The spectral index p at the bottom of the irregularity layer
reduces to p− 1 at the ground level by integrating the 2-D spectrum over the wavenumbers
along the ray path [17]. We compute a two-component spectral slope on the ground from
the PSDs of the phase time series at frequencies below and above 1 Hz. We would like
to mention that although we are not explicitly using two-slope density spectra with p1
and p2 as spectral indices in our inverse analysis, we believe that the spectral models that
we use in this study with spectral index p could generate a two-slope PSD by covering
the irregularity spectra with a wide range of irregularity scale sizes. The linearly fitted
two-slope spectra using observed and simulated PSDs are shown in Figure 7. We use
these numbers to compare the 2-D spectral index on the ground (derived from scintillation
spectra or PSDs) with the 3-D spectral index at the irregularity layer (spectral indices
derived from spectral models). Table 2 shows the spectral indices at the irregularity layer
height for E- and F-region events. We observed that the spectral slopes of PSDs on the
ground at above 1 Hz frequency are less than the spectral slopes at the irregularity layer
height for all the events. In other words, the 2-D spectral indices are less than the 3-D
ones for both E- and F-region events at the high-frequency regime. Even though this
observation does not exactly follow the p to p− 1 relationship, it agrees with [17] where
they mention the spectral index at the bottom of the irregularity layer reduces along the ray
path reaching the ground level. We are considering the high-frequency regime here to focus
on the contributions from the irregularity towards the diffractive regime for simplicity and
acknowledge that the random density distributions would have a significant diffractive
component. Two of the three events studied in this paper are phase-only events, meaning
amplitude scintillations were negligible. The highest resolution of density structures we
use in SIGMA is 100 m at max, which is not enough to resolve Fresnel scale (or below)
structures that are important to simulate amplitude scintillations. This occurs because of the
tradeoff between the largest simulation box size (50 km) and the smallest scale present in the
density distribution. The intense computation inside SIGMA limits maximum resolution
in SIGMA. This will be explored in future work, especially as we do studies with coupled
GEMINI-SIGMA models. In addition, we compare the spectral indices observed at E- and F-
region irregularity heights. As mentioned earlier, the spectral index values computed in the
literature for F-region irregularities in the high-latitude zone vary from 2.5 to 4.5 [17,28,50]
and for E-region, they vary from 1.5 to 3.2 [29]. Table 2 compares E- and F-region spectral
indices. The spectral index values we obtained for both E- and F-region events are in
this range. We observed that the spectral index at E-region (3 and 3.5) irregularity height
is less than the spectral indices at F-region (4 and 4.5) irregularity height. The behavior
of spectral indices may depend on the irregularity dynamics at E- and F-region heights
in the auroral region. The steepening in spectra caused by the auroral acceleration due
to E-region conductivity on F-region structures can produce a one-dimensional spectral
index of ∼3 for irregularity scale size (λ) < 1 km [51]. Furthermore, the spectral index
variation also depends on the intensity of GPS fluctuations. The spectral characteristics of
equatorial F-region irregularities measured from satellite measurements made by [52] show
that the spectral index p may decrease with an increase in perturbation strength of signal
fluctuations. Although this was an equatorial study, it relates to scintillation strength and
spectral index. We observed a decreased spectral index for increased scintillation strength
in the E-region event. The spectral features in terms of spectral indices of E- and F-region
irregularities found using Hybrid and Shkarofsky spectral models are distinguishably
different. However, properly quantifying the effect of different source mechanisms and
the strength of background density on the ground spectra is beyond the scope of this
work. A high-resolution plasma physics model Geospace Environmental Model for Ion-
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Neutral Interactions (GEMINI) [53–55] coupled with SIGMA can be used for more realistic
constraints on precipitation, multiscale flow, and density structures to obtain a better
estimate of plasma dynamics for auroral events and study their effects on scintillation in
order to investigate it further.

5. Conclusions

In this work, we use a 3-D propagation model coupled with GNSS scintillation obser-
vations and an inverse method to analyze the spectral and morphological features of E-
and F-region irregularities in the auroral region at Poker Flat. The EM wave propagation
model SIGMA simulates a GPS signal propagated from a moving satellite to the ground
through a phase screen. The phase screen is the spatial electron number density distribution
characterized using one of the two spectral models : Hybrid and Shkarofsky. We perform an
inverse method analysis to derive the parameters describing the ionospheric irregularities
by estimating the best fit of model outputs to GPS observations. A sensitivity analysis is
further carried out to analyze how sensitive the input parameters are to the model outputs
for individual cases. We looked at SAGA1 (F-region), SAGA2 (F-region), and SAGA3
(E-region) events during geomagnetically active times. The E-region event is associated
with a substorm activity with electron energies favorable for hard precipitation. For our
cases, the precipitation of low-energy electrons produces wing/sheet-like irregularities at
F-region heights, whereas high-energy electrons produce rod-like irregularities at E-region
heights in the auroral region.

We highlight the major findings of this study below:

1. The axial ratio analyzed for the E-region event reveals that the irregularities are more
elongated along the magnetic field lines having rod-like structures. On the other
hand, the F-region irregularities have wing/sheet-like structures with irregularity
axial ratios extending both along and across the field lines.

2. The spectral indices analyzed at E- and F-region irregularity heights show that the
E-region spectral index is less than the F-region spectral indices.

3. Spectral slope analysis compares the slopes on the ground with those at the irregularity
layer. We found that the spectral slopes on the ground are less than the slopes at the
irregularity layer height for E- and F-region events, consistent with what is expected.

Scintillation in the auroral region has been particularly challenging to understand
how and why irregularities form from the fundamental physics point of view. Much of
this complexity comes from the fact that models, particularly at E-region heights, need to
account for the simultaneous occurrence of strong flow structures, field-aligned currents,
electric fields, and a broad spectrum of energy fluxes that often occur in a single auroral
structure. Using detailed inverse and sensitivity analysis, our work in this paper derives
that E- and F-region irregularities are distinct in morphological and spectral perspective;
they have specific preferred structures (rod vs. wing); and spectral indices. We believe that
different source mechanisms, background density strength, and drifts play an important
role in this distinction. As follow-up research, we plan to include the effects of auroral
plasma dynamics for more realistic constraints on the auroral structures, thereby investigat-
ing E-region irregularity characteristics and their effects on radio communication using a
physics-based plasma model GEMINI coupled with SIGMA.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7630323, Figures: Height and thickness sensitivity plots.

Author Contributions: K.B.D., S.D.-B. and G.S.B. initiated and proposed the idea of the study.
D.L.H. helped us obtain the auroral optical data and plots. S.D.-B. and A.L.R. performed the height
estimation, layer identification, and drift estimation analysis for the selected events. J.P.C. added a
spectral model sub-routine to the SIGMA. Finally, P.R.V. and K.B.D. performed extensive work in
disseminating the results discussed in the paper. P.R.V. and K.B.D. wrote, checked, and modified the
manuscript. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7630323
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7630323


Sensors 2023, 23, 2477 17 of 19

Funding: We would like to thank the National Science Foundation for supporting this research under
grants AGS-1651465, AGS-1651410, AGS-1651466, AGS-1651448.

Data Availability Statement: The SAGA observed data and the SIGMA simulated files for the scintil-
lation events that are identified and analyzed in this work are available as doi:10.5281/zenodo.6621888
at https://zenodo.org/badge/latestdoi/500990398. The authors acknowledge the use of SAGA data
that is publicly available at http://apollo.tbc.iit.edu/~spaceweather/live/?q=SAGA and PFISR
data available at https://isr.sri.com/madrigal/cgi-bin/gSimpleUIAccessData.py?. The magne-
tometer data were obtained from the Geophysical Institute Magnetometer Array online service
http://magnet.gi.alaska.edu/, (accessed on 19 April 2022).

Acknowledgments: P. Vaggu thanks Roger Varney and Leslie Lamarche for making PFISR data
available. P. Vaggu also gratefully acknowledges the use of the ERAU Vega High-Performance
Computing Cluster.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Abbreviations
The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript:

GPS Global Positioning System
GNSS Global Navigation Satellite System
GDI Gradient Drift Instability
KHI Kelvin-Helmholtz Instability
MLT Magnetic Local Time
PSD Power Spectral Density

References
1. Yeh, K.C.; Liu, C.H. Radio wave scintillations in the ionosphere. Proc. IEEE 1982, 70, 324–360.
2. Bhattacharyya, A.; Yeh, K.; Franke, S.J. Deducing turbulence parameters from transionospheric scintillation measurements. Space

Sci. Rev. 1992, 61, 335–386. [CrossRef]
3. Wernik, A.W.; Alfonsi, L.; Materassi, M. Ionospheric irregularities, scintillation and its effect on systems. Acta Geophys. Pol. 2004,

52, 237–249.
4. Coster, A.; Komjathy, A. Space weather and the global positioning system. Space Weather 2008, 6. [CrossRef]
5. Yonezawa, T. Theory of formation of the ionosphere. Space Sci. Rev. 1966, 5, 3–56. [CrossRef]
6. Ivanov-Kholodny, G.; Mikhailov, A. The Theory of Ionosphere Formation. In The Prediction of Ionospheric Conditions; Springer:

Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1986; pp. 15–52.
7. Aarons, J. Global morphology of ionospheric scintillations. Proc. IEEE 1982, 70, 360–378. [CrossRef]
8. Kintner, P.M.; Ledvina, B.M.; De Paula, E. GPS and ionospheric scintillations. Space Weather 2007, 5. [CrossRef]
9. Jin, Y.; Moen, J.I.; Oksavik, K.; Spicher, A.; Clausen, L.B.; Miloch, W.J. GPS scintillations associated with cusp dynamics and polar

cap patches. J. Space Weather. Space Clim. 2017, 7, A23. [CrossRef]
10. Nishimura, Y.; Verkhoglyadova, O.; Deng, Y.; Zhang, S.R. Cross-Scale Coupling and Energy Transfer in the Magnetosphere-Ionosphere-

Thermosphere System; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2021.
11. Kelley, M.C.; Vickrey, J.F.; Carlson, C.; Torbert, R. On the origin and spatial extent of high-latitude F region irregularities.

J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1982, 87, 4469–4475. [CrossRef]
12. Kinrade, J.; Mitchell, C.N.; Smith, N.D.; Ebihara, Y.; Weatherwax, A.T.; Bust, G.S. GPS phase scintillation associated with optical

auroral emissions: First statistical results from the geographic South Pole. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2013, 118, 2490–2502.
[CrossRef]

13. Prikryl, P.; Zhang, Y.; Ebihara, Y.; Ghoddousi-Fard, R.; Jayachandran, P.T.; Kinrade, J.; Mitchell, C.N.; Weatherwax, A.T.; Bust, G.;
Cilliers, P.J.; et al. An interhemispheric comparison of GPS phase scintillation with auroral emission observed at South Pole and
from DMSP satellite. Ann. Geophys. 2013, 56, 15. [CrossRef]

14. Mrak, S.; Semeter, J.; Hirsch, M.; Starr, G.; Hampton, D.; Varney, R.H.; Reimer, A.S.; Swoboda, J.; Erickson, P.J.; Lind, F.; et al.
Field-aligned GPS scintillation: Multisensor data fusion. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2018, 123, 974–992. [CrossRef]

15. Jiao, Y.; Morton, Y.T.; Taylor, S.; Pelgrum, W. Characterization of high-latitude ionospheric scintillation of GPS signals. Radio Sci.
2013, 48, 698–708. [CrossRef]

16. Fredricks, R.; Coroniti, F. Ambiguities in the deduction of rest frame fluctuation spectrums from spectrums computed in moving
frames. J. Geophys. Res. 1976, 81, 5591–5595. [CrossRef]

17. Wernik, A.; Liu, C.; Franke, S.J.; Gola, M. High-latitude irregularity spectra deduced from scintillation measurements. Radio Sci.
1990, 25, 883–895. [CrossRef]

https://zenodo.org/badge/latestdoi/500990398
http://apollo.tbc.iit.edu/~spaceweather/live/?q=SAGA
https://isr.sri.com/madrigal/cgi-bin/gSimpleUIAccessData.py?
http://magnet.gi.alaska.edu/
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00222311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008SW000400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00179214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1982.12314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006SW000260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/swsc/2017022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA087iA06p04469
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgra.50214
http://dx.doi.org/10.4401/ag-6227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2017JA024557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013RS005259
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA081i031p05591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS025i005p00883


Sensors 2023, 23, 2477 18 of 19

18. Rino, C.; Livingston, R. On the analysis and interpretation of spaced-receiver measurements of transionospheric radio waves.
Radio Sci. 1982, 17, 845–854. [CrossRef]

19. Livingston, R.C.; Rino, C.; Owen, J.; Tsunoda, R.T. The anisotropy of high-latitude nighttime F region irregularities. J. Geophys.
Res. Space Phys. 1982, 87, 10519–10526. [CrossRef]

20. Costa, E.; Fougere, P.F. Cross-spectral analysis of spaced-receiver measurements. Radio Sci. 1988, 23, 129–139. [CrossRef]
21. Rino, C.; Livingston, R.; Matthews, S. Evidence for sheet-like auroral ionospheric irregularities. Geophys. Res. Lett. 1978,

5, 1039–1042. [CrossRef]
22. Rino, C.; Owen, J. The structure of localized nighttime auroral zone scintillation enhancements. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1980,

85, 2941–2948. [CrossRef]
23. Keskinen, M.J.; Ossakow, S. Nonlinear evolution of plasma enhancements in the auroral ionosphere, 1, Long wavelength

irregularities. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1982, 87, 144–150. [CrossRef]
24. Keskinen, M.J.; Ossakow, S. Theories of high-latitude ionospheric irregularities: A review. Radio Sci. 1983, 18, 1077–1091.

[CrossRef]
25. Bowles, K.; Balsley, B.; Cohen, R. Field-aligned E-region irregularities identified with acoustic plasma waves. J. Geophys. Res.

1963, 68, 2485–2501. [CrossRef]
26. Greenwald, R.; Ecklund, W.; Balsley, B. Auroral currents, irregularities, and luminosity. J. Geophys. Res. 1973, 78, 8193–8203.

[CrossRef]
27. Costa, E.; Kelley, M. Ionospheric scintillation calculations based on in situ irregularity spectra. Radio Sci. 1977, 12, 797–809.

[CrossRef]
28. Rufenach, C.L. Ionospheric scintillation by a random phase screen: Spectral approach. Radio Sci. 1975, 10, 155–165. [CrossRef]
29. Kersley, L.; Chandra, H. Power spectra of VHF intensity scintillations from F2-and E-region ionospheric irregularities. J. Atmos.

Terr. Phys. 1984, 46, 667–672. [CrossRef]
30. Conroy, J.P.; Deshpande, K.; Kunduri, B.; Varney, R.H.; Scales, W.; Zaghloul, A. Ionospheric scintillation data inversion to

characterize the structures associated with a series of polar cap patches. Radio Sci. 2021, 56, e2020RS007235. [CrossRef]
31. Deshpande, K.; Bust, G.; Clauer, C.; Rino, C.; Carrano, C. Satellite-beacon Ionospheric-scintillation Global Model of the upper

Atmosphere (SIGMA) I: High-latitude sensitivity study of the model parameters. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2014, 119, 4026–4043.
[CrossRef]

32. Deshpande, K.; Bust, G.; Clauer, C.; Scales, W.; Frissell, N.; Ruohoniemi, J.; Spogli, L.; Mitchell, C.; Weatherwax, A.T. Satellite-
beacon Ionospheric-scintillation Global Model of the upper Atmosphere (SIGMA) II: Inverse modeling with high-latitude
observations to deduce irregularity physics. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2016, 121, 9188–9203. [CrossRef]

33. Datta-Barua, S.; Su, Y.; Deshpande, K.; Miladinovich, D.; Bust, G.; Hampton, D.; Crowley, G. First light from a kilometer-baseline
Scintillation Auroral GPS Array. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2015, 42, 3639–3646. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Deshpande, K.; Bust, G.; Clauer, C.; Kim, H.; Macon, J.; Humphreys, T.; Bhatti, J.; Musko, S.; Crowley, G.; Weatherwax, A. Initial
GPS scintillation results from CASES receiver at South Pole, Antarctica. Radio Sci. 2012, 47, 1–10. [CrossRef]

35. Ghobadi, H.; Spogli, L.; Alfonsi, L.; Cesaroni, C.; Cicone, A.; Linty, N.; Romano, V.; Cafaro, M. Disentangling ionospheric
refraction and diffraction effects in GNSS raw phase through fast iterative filtering technique. GPS Solut. 2020, 24, 1–13. [CrossRef]

36. Sreenivash, V.; Su, Y.; Datta-Barua, S. Automated Ionospheric Scattering Layer Hypothesis Generation for Detected and Classified
Auroral Global Positioning System Scintillation Events. Radio Sci. 2020, 55, e2018RS006779. [CrossRef]

37. Matzka, J.; Stolle, C.; Yamazaki, Y.; Bronkalla, O.; Morschhauser, A. The geomagnetic Kp index and derived indices of geomagnetic
activity. Space Weather 2021, 19, e2020SW002641. [CrossRef]

38. Su, Y.; Datta-Barua, S.; Bust, G.S.; Deshpande, K.B. Distributed sensing of ionospheric irregularities with a GNSS receiver array.
Radio Sci. 2017, 52, 988–1003. [CrossRef]

39. Nicolls, M.J.; Heinselman, C.J. Three-dimensional measurements of traveling ionospheric disturbances with the Poker Flat
Incoherent Scatter Radar. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2007, 34. [CrossRef]

40. Carrano, C.S.; Groves, K.M.; Caton, R.G. Simulating the impacts of ionospheric scintillation on L band SAR image formation.
Radio Sci. 2012, 47, 1–14. [CrossRef]

41. Press, W.H. Numerical Recipes in C The Art of Scientific Computing, 2nd ed.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1992.
42. Martin, E.; Aarons, J. F layer scintillations and the aurora. J. Geophys. Res. 1977, 82, 2717–2722. [CrossRef]
43. Rino, C.; Matthews, S. On the morphology of auroral zone radio wave scintillation. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1980, 85, 4139–4151.

[CrossRef]
44. Rino, C.; Livingston, R.; Tsunoda, R.; Robinson, R.; Vickrey, J.; Senior, C.; Cousins, M.; Owen, J.; Klobuchar, J. Recent studies of

the structure and morphology of auroral zone F region irregularities. Radio Sci. 1983, 18, 1167–1180. [CrossRef]
45. Fejer, B.G.; Kelley, M. Ionospheric irregularities. Rev. Geophys. 1980, 18, 401–454. [CrossRef]
46. Basu, S.; Vesprini, R.L.; Aarons, J. Field-aligned ionospheric E-region irregularities and sporadic E. Radio Sci. 1973, 8, 235–246.

[CrossRef]
47. Yokoyama, T.; Yamamoto, M.; Fukao, S. Computer simulation of polarization electric fields as a source of midlatitude field-aligned

irregularities. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2003, 108. [CrossRef]
48. Elkins, T.J.; Papagiannis, M.D. Measurement and interpretation of power spectrums of ionospheric scintillation at a sub-auroral

location. J. Geophys. Res. 1969, 74, 4105–4115. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS017i004p00845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA087iA12p10519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS023i002p00129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/GL005i012p01039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA085iA06p02941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA087iA01p00144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS018i006p01077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JZ068i009p02485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA078i034p08193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS012i005p00797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS010i002p00155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-9169(84)90127-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2020RS007235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JA019699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016JA022943
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015GL063556
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26709318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012RS005061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10291-020-01001-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2018RS006779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2020SW002641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2017RS006331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007GL031506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011RS004956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA082i019p02717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA085iA08p04139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS018i006p01167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RG018i002p00401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RS008i003p00235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JA009513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA074i016p04105


Sensors 2023, 23, 2477 19 of 19

49. Rufenach, C.L. Power-law wavenumber spectrum deduced from ionospheric scintillation observations. J. Geophys. Res. 1972,
77, 4761–4772. [CrossRef]

50. Crane, R. Spectra of ionospheric scintillation. J. Geophys. Res. 1976, 81, 2041–2050. [CrossRef]
51. Basu, S.; Basu, S.; MacKenzie, E.; Coley, W.; Hanson, W.; Lin, C. F region electron density irregularity spectra near auroral

acceleration and shear regions. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1984, 89, 5554–5564. [CrossRef]
52. Livingston, R.C.; Rino, C.L.; McClure, J.; Hanson, W. Spectral characteristics of medium-scale equatorial F region irregularities.

J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 1981, 86, 2421–2428. [CrossRef]
53. Zettergren, M.; Semeter, J. Ionospheric plasma transport and loss in auroral downward current regions. J. Geophys. Res. Space

Phys. 2012, 117. [CrossRef]
54. Zettergren, M.; Lynch, K.; Hampton, D.; Nicolls, M.; Wright, B.; Conde, M.; Moen, J.; Lessard, M.; Miceli, R.; Powell, S. Auroral

ionospheric F region density cavity formation and evolution: MICA campaign results. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2014,
119, 3162–3178. [CrossRef]

55. Zettergren, M.; Snively, J. Ionospheric response to infrasonic-acoustic waves generated by natural hazard events. J. Geophys. Res.
Space Phys. 2015, 120, 8002–8024. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA077i025p04761
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA081i013p02041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA089iA07p05554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JA086iA04p02421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012JA017637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JA019583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JA021116

	Introduction
	Background
	Motivation

	Data and Methodology
	Observational Data
	Modeling

	Results
	Discussion
	Morphology of the Irregularity Structures at E and F Heights
	Variation of the Spectral Index at E- and F-Region Heights

	Conclusions
	References

