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The effect of geomagnetic storms on low latitude ionosphere has been investigated with the help of Global
Positioning System Total Electron Content (GPS-TEC) data. The investigation has been done with the
aid of TEC data from the Indian equatorial region, Port Blair (PBR) and equatorial ionization anomaly
region, Agartala (AGR). During the geomagnetic storms on 24th April and 15th July 2012, significant
enhancement up to 150% and depression up to 72% in VTEC is observed in comparison to the normal
day variation. The variations in VTEC observed from equatorial to EIA latitudes during the storm
period have been explained with the help of electro-dynamic effects (prompt penetration electric field
(PPEF) and disturbance dynamo electric field (DDEF)) as well as mechanical effects (storm-induced
equatorward neutral wind effect and thermospheric composition changes). The current study points to
the fact that the electro-dynamic effect of geomagnetic storms around EIA region is more effective than
at the lower latitude region. Drastic difference has been observed over equatorial region (positive storm
impact) and EIA region (negative storm impact) around same longitude sector, during storm period on
24th April. This drastic change as observed in GPS-TEC on 24th April has been further confirmed by
using the O/N2 ratio data from GUVI (Global Ultraviolet Imager) as well as VTEC map constructed
from IGS data. The results presented in the paper are important for the application of satellite-based
communication and navigational system.

1. Introduction

The equatorial and low latitude ionospheres exhibit
remarkable behaviours like equatorial ionization
anomaly (EIA), equatorial electrojet (EEJ), equa-
torial spread-F (ESF), etc. and due to these inter-
esting phenomena, it has been a subject of immense
interest for the ionospheric community. Nowa-
days, Total Electron Content (TEC) measure-
ment through GPS is an important tool to study
the ionosphere. The ionosphere being a dispersive
medium, affects the radio signal propagation that
causes range of error in GPS communication. This
type of range of error is related to the TEC of the

ionosphere. Due to various increasing application
of GPS and to get the higher accuracy in position,
a clear understanding of the physical behaviour of
the TEC is very essential. The TEC is a quantity
which is drastically dependent on different geo-
graphic locations and various solar and geophysical
events like solar flare, geomagnetic storm, etc.
The deposition of solar wind energy in the mag-

netospheric polar cap region causes a disturbance
in geomagnetic field. As a result of this distur-
bance, the energy inputs from the magnetosphere
to the upper atmosphere can cause a dramatic
change in electron density of the F region of the
ionosphere. Geomagnetic storms produce large and
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rapid changes in magnetospheric convection cur-
rents. As a result, direct prompt penetration of
dawn–dusk electric field to the equatorial and
low-latitude ionosphere modulates the currents
and fields of that region (Sastri et al. 1997). The
perturbation in field affects the distribution of
ionospheric plasma. During day time, prompt pen-
etration electric field is eastward and enhances the
dynamo electric field. This dynamo electric field
enhances vertical E × B plasma drift with lift-
ing the plasma to higher altitudes (Rastogi and
Klobuchar 1990). At these altitudes, the produc-
tion to loss ratio is greater which results into
enhanced electron density in the dayside sector.
Thus prompt penetration electric field is associated
with huge enhancement in TEC in the dayside sec-
tor (Tsurutani et al. 2004) and depletion in TEC
in night side sector (Abdu et al. 2007). The EIA
is also found to intensify in amplitude and lati-
tude extent in the presence of PPEF (Veenadhari
et al. 2010). The disturbance dynamo electric field
(DDEF) from geomagnetic storm is westward in
dayside and causes a decrease of the dynamo elec-
tric field. So the E × B vertical drift reduces. As
a result, there is depletion of TEC in dayside sec-
tor and suppression of EIA. The observed increases
and decreases in the ionospheric F region electron
densities and TEC are respectively referred as pos-
itive and negative storm effects (Buonsanto 1999).
The occurrence and magnitude of the positive and
negative storm effects are dependent upon latitude,
local time, and phase of the storm (Pedatella et al.
2009).
Observational and modelling studies have revealed

the responsible primary mechanisms for storm time
effects (Prölss 1995; Buonsanto 1999; Mendillo
2006; Burns et al. 2007). The impacts of storm
time electrodynamics, neutral winds and subse-
quent compositional changes have been a subject
of study for the last few years (Fuller-Rowell et al.
2002; Fejer et al. 2007; Kumar and Singh 2011a, b).
Except this, numerous studies on storm time iono-
spheric responses have been performed theoreti-
cally and observationally (Kutiev et al. 2005; Zhao
et al. 2007; Astafyeva 2009a, b). GPS measure-
ments are also extensively used to study the effect
of geomagnetic storms on TEC at various latitudes.
The TEC enhancements associated with geomag-
netic storms have been reported from the low-
latitudes (Galav et al. 2011; Kumar and Singh
2011a, b) as well as mid-latitudes (Basu et al. 2001,
2005, 2008). Pedatella et al. (2009) showed long
term (12 h) significant enhancement in TEC value
at low-latitudes to mid-latitudes over the Pacific
Ocean during the initial portion of the storm main
phase on 15 December 2006. Rama Rao et al.
(2009) have studied the variation of GPS-based
TEC at different latitudes in Indian sectors and

its impact on navigation during the two succes-
sive storms that occurred between November 8 and
12, 2004. Liu et al. (2010) reported that the time
delays between geomagnetic disturbances and TEC
responses depend on seasons, magnetic local times
and magnetic latitudes.
In this paper, we have studied the effect of two

geomagnetic storms of 15th July 2012 and 24th
April 2012, during the rising phase of solar cycle
24. The investigation aims to study the effect of
storms on low-latitude ionosphere, with the aid of
GPS-based TEC measurement from an equatorial
station PBR and an EIA station AGR. Both these
stations are lying around 92◦E longitudes (as
shown in figure 1), and being reported first time
from this longitude.

2. Observational data and analyses

A GSV 4004B dual frequency receiver from GPS
Silicon Valley is in operation in the equatorial
anomaly crest region over AGR (23.76◦N, 91.26◦E
and with magnetic dip 14.79◦N). The receiver pro-
vides the slant TEC. After the satellite and receiver
bias correction, the slant TEC is converted to ver-
tical TEC (VTEC) using a suitable mapping func-
tion at different ionospheric pierce points (IPP)
using thin shell model assuming a height of 350 km
(Klobuchar 1986) according to equation (1).

VTEC =
(STEC− [bR + bS])

S(El)
(1)

Figure 1. Geographical position of the IGS stations in map.
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where bR and bS are receivers and satellite biases
respectively; El is the elevation angle of the satellite
in degrees, S(El) is the obliquity factor with zenith
angle χ at the ionospheric pierce point (IPP). The
obliquity factor S(El) (or mapping function) is
defined as:

S(El) =
1

cos(x)
=

1√
1−

{
RE cos(El)

(RE+h)

}2
(2)

where RE is the Earth’s mean radius in km, h is
the height of the ionospheric shell (in km) above
the Earth’s surface, χ is the zenith angle and
El is the elevation angle of satellite in degree.
Since, TEC observation may be affected by multi-
path, troposcatter and water vapour at low ele-
vation angles (Rama Rao et al. 2006), we have
thus taken the satellite elevation angle greater than
50◦. The latitudes and longitudes of ionospheric
pierce points (IPPs) have been calculated from the
RINEX observation and navigation message data
by using standard coordinate transformation for-
mulae and corrections in satellite orbits (Hofmann-
Wellenhof et al. 2001). For VTEC calculation, we
have restricted a latitude and longitude grid of ±1◦

from our station. Around the nearly same longi-
tude of our station, we have also collected IGS
TEC data for PBR station (11.34◦N, 92.73◦E and
magnetic dip 03.23◦N). The map of the position
of these stations is shown in figure 1. IGS TEC
data are maintained and monitored by the Inter-
national GNSS Service (IGS). These data can be
accessed from the FTP site: ftp://igscb.jpl.nasa.
gov/. The downloaded data from the IGS website
are in compact RINEX format. This compact for-
mat has been converted to normal RINEX format
using FORTRAN script. The satellite bias is cor-
rected using the differential code bias (DCB) files
provided by IGS website (ftp://ftp.unibe.ch/aiub/
CODE/). The receiver bias has been eliminated
here using Kalman Filter technique (Sardon et al.
1994). Details about the post-processing of data
can be found in Chakraborty et al. (2014).
To demonstrate the geomagnetic storm, the

Sym-H data has been taken from World Data
Center for Geomagnetism, Kyoto. The interplane-
tary magnetic field (IMF) Bz components in GSM
coordinates are obtained from the Advanced Com-
position Explorer (ACE) satellite level 2 data from
Office of Space Science Mission and Payload Devel-
opment Division of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA) and the dawn–dusk
component of interplanetary electric field (IEF)
Ey, has been computed using the formula as given
(Zhao et al. 2008)) below:

Ey[mV/m] = −Bz[nT]× VX [km/s]× 103 (3)

where VX is the solar wind velocity.

The TIMED/GUVI stands for the Global Ultra-
violet Imager (GUVI) instrument onboard the
TIMED satellite. The GUVI column O/N2 ratio is
determined from O (135.6 nm) and N2 (NBH) emis-
sions and is estimatedwith 1.75◦×1.75◦ spatial reso-
lution (Christensen et al. 2003). The thermospheric
O/N2 ratio during the storm days has been collect-
ed from TIMED/GUVI. The combined Interna-
tional GNSS Service (IGS) TEC maps denoted by
the prefix ‘igsg’ in the IONEX filename, for the
storm days have been also used in the present
study.

3. Observational results

3.1 Geomagnetic condition

To study the impact of geomagnetic storm on iono-
sphere, we have selected two cases of storm whose
commencement was occurred on April 23rd and
July 15th, 2012 respectively. The details of geo-
magnetic parameter variations during these storms
are described in the following subsections.

3.1.1 The storm of 24th April 2012

To describe the storm of 23rd April 2012, the
symmetric-H index, interplanetary magnetic field
(IMF Bz ), interplanetary electric field (IEF Ey)
and AE-index have been plotted during April 23–
26, 2012 which is shown in figure 2. From the
variation of Sym-H index it is evident that three
sudden storm commencement (SSC) which is also
referred as initial phase of this storm, occurred
around 04:20 UT (LT = UT+05:30 = 09:50 hr),
12:00 UT (17:30 LT) and 17:45 UT (23:15 LT)
on 23rd April 2012. The minimum Sym-H excur-
sion (Sym-Hmin ∼ −123 nT) occurred around 03:45
UT (09:15 LT) on 24th April 2012 (figure 2a)
which marked the end of the main phase. After
03:45 UT on 24th April, the recovery phase started
increasing with the Sym-H value and then became
quiet time value on 26th April 2012. The vari-
ations of interplanetary magnetic field (IMF Bz)
and interplanetary electric field (IEF Ey) dur-
ing 23–26 April 2012 are shown in figure 2(b,
c). Figure 2 shows that there is excellent corre-
lation between IMF Bz and IEF Ey. When the
Bz component is southward, the Ey is eastward
and vice versa. Figure 2(d) shows the variation
in AE-index consistently with the Ey variation.
The significant enhancements of AE-index from
23–26 April 2012 are an indication of heating
energy source at high latitude which has been gen-
erated during this geomagnetic storm may lead
to generation of disturbance dynamo electric field
(DDEF).

ftp://igscb.jpl.nasa.gov/
ftp://igscb.jpl.nasa.gov/
ftp://ftp.unibe.ch/aiub/CODE/
ftp://ftp.unibe.ch/aiub/CODE/
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Figure 2. Variation of Sym-H index, IMF Bz, IEF Ey and AE index for 23–26 April, 2012.

Figure 3. Variation of Sym-H index, IMF Bz, IEF Ey and AE index for 14–17 July, 2012.

3.1.2 The storm of 15th July 2012

A CME hit the Earth’s magnetic field on July 14th,
2012 at approximately 18:00 UT (LT = UT+05:30
= 23:30 hr) and a geomagnetic storm was triggered
on 15th July. Figure 3 shows the variation of the
symmetric-H index, interplanetary magnetic field
(IMF Bz ), interplanetary electric field (IEF Ey)
and AE-index during July 14–17, 2012. From the
variation of the Sym-H component, it is clear that
the three successive commencement of storms were
at 18:18 UT, 21:48 UT on 14th July and around
at 00:42 UT (LT = UT+05:30 = 06:12 hr) on 15th
July, 2012. The main phase of storm started at
around 00:45 UT on 15th July with minimum Sym-
H excursion (Sym-Hmin ∼ −125 nT) around 10:30
UT (16:00 LT) on 15th July 2012 (figure 3a) which

marked the end of main phase. After 10:30 UT on
15th July, this Sym-H started to recover (recovery
phase started) the storm and comes to quiet time
value on 17 July. A second storm occurred at 23:30
UT on 16th July with minimum Sym-H excur-
sion (Sym-Hmin ∼−76 nT) at around 07:00 UT on
17th July. The variations of interplanetary mag-
netic field (IMF Bz ) and interplanetary electric
field (IEF Ey) during 14–17 July, 2012 are shown
in figure 3(b, c). The IMF Bz fluctuated many
times and completely turned southward at around
06:00 UT (11:30 LT) on 15th July, 2012. This
event makes the storm a significant one as the IMF
Bz remained southward for a long time about 32
hours coinciding with the day and night time of
the Indian longitude sector. During this time inter-
val, the IEF Ey variation is also consistent with
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the Bz variation. Figure 3(d) shows the variation
of AE-index.

3.2 TEC observation during the storm
of 24th April 2012

The VTEC variation for days before, during and
after the storm period for 23–26 April, 2012 is
shown in figure 4 (for PBR and AGR stations).
The blue line shows the variation of mean of
international quiet days with 1 sigma standard
deviation, presented by the green line which
presents the limit of the day-to-day variability.
The analysis has been categorized in two parts,

one is in main phase of the storm and another is
during the recovery phase of the storm. During the
main phase of the storm on 23rd April, the VTEC
variation is higher than the mean of quite day
values. For PBR station, the increment in VTEC
is evident from 7 UT (12:30 LT) to 12:30 UT (18
LT). Again, after 14 UT (19:30 LT), VTEC again
starts to increase and reaches maximum around
16:30 UT (23 LT). From figure 5, it is clear that
at this time the increment is near about 60%
from the quiet value. On the same day at Agar-
tala, the VTEC value is higher than the mean
quiet day’s value from 1 UT onwards. During the
local noon time (from 6 UT (11:30 LT) to 14 UT
(19:30 LT)), figure 6 shows that VTEC value is

Figure 4. Variation of VTEC (average of all PRN) at Agartala and Port Blair during the period of 23–26 April, 2012. Error
bar shows standard deviation of mean of international quiet days of April 2012.

Figure 5. DTEC (storm time VTEC-mean quiet VTEC) (%) at Port Blair station during April 23–26, 2012.
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Figure 6. DTEC (storm time VTEC-mean quiet VTEC) (%) at Agartala station during April 23–26, 2012.

higher than the quiet days by 54% (maximum).
Again, at 16 UT (21:30 LT), there is a sharp increment
in VTEC (65% from the mean value), which grad-
ually decreases and returns within the normal
range after one hour. On 24th April, the VTEC is
high from the beginning to 8 UT (13:30 LT) with
nearly 40% increase from the mean VTEC at PBR.
After that, from 15 UT (20:30 LT), the VTEC
starts to decrease with 40% decrement from the
quiet value. For AGR station, on 24th, up to 4 UT
(9:30 LT) the VTEC follows the variation of the
mean quiet days and after 5 UT (10:30 LT), when
the Dst value is minimum, the VTEC value starts
to decrease and the decrement is up to 60% with
respect to mean quiet days. During the recovery
phase of the storm on 25th and 26th April, at
PBR, the VTEC value is always higher than the
quite values whereas at AGR, on 25th April, the
VTEC variation is within the range of the varia-
tion of the mean quiet days. On 26th April from
11 UT (16:30 LT) to 17 UT (22:30 LT) the VTEC
value is higher than the mean TEC value.

3.3 TEC observation during the storm
of 15th July 2012

Figure 7 shows the variation of TEC at the Port
Blair and Agartala stations for the 14–17th July
of 2012. For PBR station, on 15th July from 5 UT
(11:30 LT), VTEC starts to increase from the quiet
value of the average TEC. Figure 8 shows that the
increment is about 30–60% from the mean TEC.
In between 17 UT (22:30 LT) and 23 UT (4:30 LT
of 16th July), the VTEC decreases up to 60% from
the mean TEC variation. On 15th July, the VTEC

becomes quite low (40% lower) with respect to the
mean quiet days. From 15 UT (20:30 LT) onwards,
the VTEC variation comes within the range of the
average variation. On 17th July, the VTEC varia-
tion is almost close to the variation of average quiet
TEC. At Agartala station, we don’t have data up
to 7 UT of 15th July. From 7 UT (12:30 LT) to
12 UT (17:30 LT), the VTEC is quiet higher than
the mean TEC variation. At 14 UT again, VTEC
starts to increase and from figure 9, it is evident
that the increment is near about 72%. On 16th
July, the VTEC is drastically low (about 67% low
from the average) up to 15 UT (20:30 LT). On 17th
July also the VTEC value is slightly lower than the
mean value.

4. Discussion

In this study, results on the variation of GPS
derived TEC at two low latitude stations in Indian
region during two geomagnetic storms of 24th April
and 15th July 2012, have been presented. The small
variation in VTEC (20–30%) are considered to
be due to day-to-day variability in the ionosphere
(Rishbeth and Mendillo 2001) and could result due
to disturbed dynamo effect, zonal wind effect or
local gravity waves, which can be generated during
thunderstorms or by local heating effects. As these
changes in VTEC are not the effect of geomagnetic
storm, for the time being, we do not consider these
variations for further discussion.
In case of the storm on April 2012, the SSC was

in day time around at 04:20 UT (09:50 LT) on
23rd April when, the IEF Ey was eastward between
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Figure 7. Variation of VTEC (average of all PRN) at Agartala and Port Blair during July 14–17, 2012. Error bar shows
standard deviation of mean TEC taken during international quiet days of July 2012.

Figure 8. DTEC (storm time VTEC-mean quiet VTEC) (%) at Port Blair station during July 15–18, 2012.

03:30 and 05:00 UT. IEF Ey again became west-
ward between 05:00 UT and 11:00 UT and could
not produce penetration effect. The EIA develop-
ment is a slow process and any perturbation in
equatorial vertical drift is observed in the EIA after
a delay of 3–4 hr (Rastogi and Klobuchar 1990).
However, some recent studies show that this time
delay between equatorial vertical drift and EIA
development has some seasonal dependence and it
varies from 40 to 160 min (∼03 hr) (Lijo et al.
2011). Therefore, any change over the day-to-day
variability of the VTEC in the EIA zone due to

modified fountain effect could also be present after
40 min to 03 hr. For the PBR station, enhancement
was observed between 07:30 UT (13:00 LT) and
12:30 UT (18:00 LT) which peaks around 11 UT
(16:00 LT). The post-sunset secondary enhancement
in VTEC after 14 UT (17:30 LT) on 23rd and
26th April has been observed over PBR station.
These variations could not be related to geomag-
netic storm impacts as can be found during geo-
magnetic quiet day variation also, which may be
affected by various factors (Singh et al. 2013). For
AGR station, there is presence of multiple peaks of
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Figure 9. DTEC (storm time VTEC-mean quiet VTEC) (%) at Agartala station during July 15–18, 2012.

TEC around 5:30 UT, 07:12 UT and 08:25 UT of
23rd April, and they may be attributed to the com-
bined effect of penetration electric field as well as
modified fountain effects. On 24th April, the dras-
tic difference in TEC has been observed between
the equatorial (positive storm impacts) and EIA
(negative storms impacts) regions lying around the
same longitude. To confirm this drastic difference,
we have checked the thermospheric O/N2 ratio
and the TEC map constructed from the IGS sta-
tions data. Figure 10 shows the map of O/N2 ratio
derived from TIMED/GUVI on storm day (24th
April) and quiet days (27th April) and shows lower
thermospheric O/N2 ratio for EIA station AGR in
comparison to equatorial station PBR. Figure 11
shows the global TEC maps during the storm (24th
April) and a quiet day (30th April) with the time
resolution of 2 hr. As seen from figure 11, the TEC
map from IGS stations also show that the TEC
value at AGR station is quite low in comparison
to the PBR station during 0400–1400 UT of 24th
April. Whereas, the TEC map for 30th April (quiet
day) shows normal behaviour of the TEC, i.e., the
TEC value at AGR station is greater than the
PBR station. Thus, the IGS TEC map as well as
the GUVI-derived thermospheric O/N2 ratio both
reveals the same drastic difference over the equa-
torial (PBR) and EIA (AGR) regions as we have
observed with GPS-TEC data. With regard to this
type of different behaviours of TEC at AGR and
PBR, it can be noted that on 24th April there is a
significant westward electric field during the recov-
ery phase of the storm, which seems to have inhib-
ited the formation of the equatorial anomaly that
normally occurs on a quiet day. This could possibly
be the reason for TEC response to be positive at
PBR and negative at AGR. We have also observed

Figure 10. The map showing the thermospheric O/N2 ratio
on a storm day (24th April, 2012) and a quiet day (27th
April 2012).

significant VTEC enhancement at both the stations
(PBR and AGR) on 25th and 26th April.
For the second case of storm of July 2012, the

SSC was in the local night-time hour on 14th July.
So, the eastward IEF Ey associated with the SSC of
this storm is opposite to zonal electric field (west-
ward for night-time) and therefore cannot enhance
the upward E × B upward plasma drift. The sig-
nificant enhancement in VTEC at both the sta-
tions compared to the quiet mean VTEC has been
observed between 3:00 and 11:00 UT on 15th July,
which peaks around 10:00 UT. The VTEC again
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Figure 11. The global TEC map from IGS stations for 24th April (storm day) and 30th April (quiet day).

started increasing from 13:00 UT to 17:00 UT at
both the stations on 15th July. The possibility for
these enhancements is due to storm-induced wind
effect generated at high latitude heating. The heat-
ing can be seen from several time enhancements in
AE-index on 14th (peaks at 19:00, 22:00 UT) and
15th July (peaks at 06:00 UT, 11:00 UT, 17:00 UT
and 22:00 UT) (figure 2d). The joule heating dur-
ing main phase of geomagnetic storm might also
change the meridional pressure gradients, which

results in the generation of atmospheric gravity
waves (AGWs). These waves disperse as propagate
away meridionally from the source region (high
latitudes) to low and equatorial latitudes, called
travelling atmospheric disturbances (TADs) (Hines
1960). Even meridional wind circulation pat-
tern (both magnitude and direction) changes the
response of ionosphere due to geomagnetic storm
and wind flow from polar region to equator-
wards (Liu and Edwards 1988). During 15–16 July,
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Figure 12. The global TEC Map from IGS stations for 16th July (storm day) and 26th July (quiet day).

AE-index also increased beyond the quiet time
mean values. Therefore enhancements in AE-index
during the entire storm period of 14–17 July indi-
cate the enhanced energy input sources at high lati-
tudes capable of launching equatorward surges and
winds which may lead to generation of DDE which
at the equator is westward during the daytime and
eastward during the night-time (Zhao et al. 2005;
Kumar and Singh 2011a, b). Along with this
equatorward wind, the flow of wind from summer
hemisphere (northern) to the winter hemisphere
(southern) is in phase. So the plasma particles flow
away from high northern latitude to the southern
one along with this wind and as the flow of this

seasonal wind is in opposite phase in southern
hemisphere, the plasma can’t flow from southern
polar region. The equatorward propagating TADs
in association with meridional wind cause an uplift
of plasma along the geomagnetic field lines to
higher latitudes, leading to uplift in the peak height
of the F-region (Sastri et al. 2000). The peak den-
sity initially decreases and then increases (Bauske
and Prolss 1997). The atomic oxygen being lighter
is lifted faster and reaches low latitudes earlier and
enhances O/O2 and O/N2 density ratio, increas-
ing the VTEC (positive ionospheric storm) (Immel
et al. 2001; Galav et al. 2011). The molecular
species (O2, N2) being heavier reach later leading
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to decrease O/O2 and O/N2 ratio (Rishbeth et al.
1987) and could cause decreasing the VTEC (neg-
ative ionospheric storm). In the present study, the
increment of the TEC on 15th July was higher
in PBR station with respect to the AGAR sta-
tion and on 16th July also there was depletion
of TEC but it was also less in PBR with respect
to the AGR station. The increment of VTEC on
15th and the depression of VTEC on 16th July
have been observed at both the stations which
can be attributed to the flow of plasma particles
along with the winds towards the southern lati-
tudes. So we are getting the depletion at AGR sta-
tion on 16th July of about 70% whereas at PBR
the order is of 40% as the plasma being deposited
in southern hemisphere which can also be qualita-
tively confirmed from GUVI O/N2 ratio data. The
TEC maps from IGS stations also show that the
VTEC value at AGR and PBR stations on storm
day (16th July) is low in comparison to quiet day
(26 July) (figure 12). For 17th and 18th July, the
VTEC at both the stations was within the range
of day-to-day variability of quiet mean VTEC.

5. Summary and concluding remarks

The current study shows the effects of two geo-
magnetic storms of 24th April and 15th July 2012
on the ionosphere of Indian low latitude and EIA
region. The results presented here, from around
92◦E longitudes, are important for the applica-
tion of satellite-based communication and navi-
gational system. During the geomagnetic storms,
both depressions and enhancements in VTEC have
been found. During these storms, the enhancement
(maximum up to 150% at AGR and 103% at PBR)
and depression (maximum up to –72% at AGR
and –60% at PBR) in VTEC compared to quiet
time means VTEC was observed. This significant
perturbation level in VTEC during the geomag-
netic storm period might lead to the disturbances
in navigation and communication systems. These
storm time perturbations in VTEC compared to
quiet time mean values for both the storm of April
and July 2012 have seen to be caused by electro
dynamical (PPE and DDE), mechanical effects
(thermospheric wind and composition) and as well
as by various wind system also.
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