
Comparison of energetic electron flux and phase space density
in the magnetosheath and in the magnetosphere

Bingxian Luo,1 Xinlin Li,2 Weichao Tu,3 Jiancun Gong,1 and Siqing Liu1

Received 11 January 2012; revised 27 February 2012; accepted 23 March 2012; published 8 May 2012.

[1] Whether energetic electrons (10s of keV) in the magnetosheath can be directly
transported into the magnetosphere and further energized through radial diffusion is
significant in understanding the physical mechanisms for producing the radiation belt
electrons (>100s of keV) in the magnetosphere. In this study, we analyze more than two
hundred magnetopause crossing events using the energetic electron and magnetic field
measurements from Geotail and compare the flux and phase space density (PSD) of the
energetic electrons on both sides of the magnetopause. It is found that for most of the
events (>70%), the fluxes and PSDs of energetic electrons in the magnetosheath are
less than those in the magnetosphere, suggesting that the energetic electrons in the
magnetosheath cannot be a direct source sufficient for the energetic electrons inside the
magnetosphere. In fact, our analysis suggests a possible leakage of the energetic electrons
from inside to outside the magnetopause. By investigating the average energetic electron
flux distribution in the magnetosheath, we find that the energetic electron fluxes are higher
near the bow shock and the magnetopause than in between. The high energetic electron
flux near the bow shock can be understood as due to energization of electrons when they go
through the bow shock. The relatively low flux of the energetic electrons in between
indicates that it is difficult for the energetic electrons to travel from the bow shock to the
magnetopause and vice versa, possibly because the energetic electrons near the bow shock
and the magnetopause are all on open magnetic field lines and these two relatively
intense energetic electron populations in the magnetosheath rarely get mixed.
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1. Introduction

[2] The shape of the magnetosphere is determined by the
Earth’s internal magnetic field, the solar wind plasma, and
the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF). It is well known that
the solar wind plasma can be transported and energized
through the bow shock and into the magnetosheath, and
some of the plasma may further enter the magnetosphere. An
important energetic electron population inside the magneto-
sphere resides in the outer radiation belt, which consists of
electrons with hundreds of keV to MeV energies. It has been
observed for many years that the intensity of energetic
electrons in the outer radiation belt varies with the upstream

solar wind [Baker et al., 1986; Li et al., 1997a; Li and
Temerin, 2001; Li et al., 2011] and geomagnetic activity
[Reeves, 1998; McAdams et al., 2001; Reeves et al., 2003].
[3] The origin of the outer radiation belt electrons remains

an unsolved problem. To understand this problem it is neces-
sary to review some physical properties of the outer radiation
belt and the basic processes that are considered important in
controlling its dynamics [e.g., Li et al., 1997b; Li and Temerin,
2001; Millan and Thorne, 2007]. Several mechanisms have
been proposed for the source of the outer radiation belt and its
subsequent acceleration [e.g., Friedel et al., 2002]. Two main
acceleration mechanisms are radial diffusion and local heating
by VLF whistler waves [Baker et al., 1998; Hudson et al.,
2000; Barker et al., 2005; Bortnik and Thorne, 2007; Tu
et al., 2009]. Radial diffusion requires an exterior source,
such as from the solar wind [Li et al., 1997b] or the outer
magnetosphere [e.g., Li et al., 2001; Elkington et al., 2003]. Li
et al. [1997b] have demonstrated that although lower energy
electrons in the solar wind could be a seed population of the
outer radiation belt, such lower energy electrons cannot
achieve relativistic energies through the normal process of
radial transport which conserves the first adiabatic invariant.
But, when the solar wind plasma are transported through the
bow shock into the magnetosheath, the electrons can be
energized [Thomsen et al., 1987; Gosling et al., 1989; Lowe
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and Burgess, 2000]. Could these heated electrons be further
transported through radial diffusion into the outer magneto-
sphere near the magnetopause and finally supply the seed
electrons for inner magnetosphere? If the electrons in the
magnetosheath are not the source of energetic electrons in the
outer magnetosphere, then there should be other acceleration
processes within the magnetosphere which, for some reasons,
are well correlated with solar wind variations (Burin des
Roziers et al. [2009] and Luo et al. [2011] found that the
energetic electron flux in the magnetosphere has great corre-
lation with the upstream solar wind speed and southward
magnetic field). In the present study, based on the electron
measurements inside and outside the magnetopause when
Geotail crossed the magnetopause, we make a direct compar-
ison between the energetic electron flux and electron PSD in
the magnetosheath and in the magnetosphere, in order to
address the important question of whether the electrons in the
magnetosheath could be a direct source sufficient for energetic
electrons in the outer magnetosphere.

2. Instrumentation

[4] The magnetopause crossings are identified by Geotail
satellite measurements. A total of seven years’ Geotail data
are used, ranging from 1998 through 2004. The Geotail sat-
ellite was launched in 1992 into an eccentric near equatorial
orbit, to explore the dynamics of the magnetotail over a wide
range of distances. During the period from 1998 to 2004,
Geotail was in an orbit with an apogee of 30 RE and a perigee
of 9 RE. The position of Geotail’s apogee rotates around the
earth periodically on the near equatorial plane, which pro-
vides magnetopause crossing events on the dawn-noon-duck
sector studied in this paper. Particle and magnetic field
measurements are used for the study. Particle data are from
two instruments: the Energetic Particle and Ion Composition
(EPIC) [Williams et al., 1994] instrument, which measures
the >38 keV and >110 keV integral electron flux, and the

Comprehensive Plasma Instrument (CPI) [Frank et al.,
1994], which provides the ion density and temperature. The
magnetic field measurements are obtained from the fluxgate
magnetometer (MGF) [Kokubun et al., 1994]. The time res-
olution of Geotail data used in this study is 15 min.

3. Data Selection

[5] In order to compare the energetic electron flux and PSD
in the magnetosheath and in the magnetosphere, we first need
to collect the measurements on each side of the magneto-
pause when the Geotail crossed the magnetopause. For the
purpose of our study, we do not need to find out exactly when
the Geotail crossed the magnetopause, but rather to identify
the nearest pair of the measurements during the crossing,
with one inside the magnetosheath and the other inside the
magnetosphere, satisfying our selection criteria, which will
be described later. The properties of the magnetosheath and
magnetosphere plasma near the magnetopause have been widely
studied [e.g., Paschmann et al., 1993; Sibeck and Gosling, 1996;
Phan et al., 1994; Phan and Paschmann, 1996]. The magne-
tosheath is a region between the magnetopause and the bow
shock, where the ion temperature is low but the ion density
is high (cold and dense), while on the other side of the
magnetopause, in the magnetosphere, the ion temperature
increases and the ion density decreases (hot and tenuous). In
this study, measurements with low ion temperature, Ti <
200.0 eV, and high density, Ni > 10.0 cm�3, are considered to
be inside the magnetosheath while measurements with high
ion temperature, Ti > 1000.0 eV, and low density, Ni <
2.0 cm�3, are considered to be inside the magnetosphere.
Even though with these strict selection criteria, we may miss
some magnetosheath intervals that have lower density or
higher temperature (similarly for the magnetosphere selec-
tions), these criteria will reliably select the measurements
inside the magnetosheath and inside the magnetosphere.
Furthermore, since the magnetosheath and magnetosphere
are very dynamic, in each Geotail magnetopause crossing,
the nearest pair of magnetosheath and magnetosphere mea-
surements are collected only if they are measured within one
hour by Geotail. The strict criteria may result in the two
paired observations not being adjacent 15-minute samples
(there might be one or two in between that don’t meet the
density and temperature criteria as the magnetopause transi-
tion is crossed and intermediate values are measured), but
that the one-hour criterion should ensure that no major
dynamics occurred as the observations settled down from one
regime to the other. Under these criteria, from 1998 to 2004,
235 magnetopause crossing events are collected, with each
crossing event corresponding to a pair of qualified measure-
ments. The positions of the magnetosheath and the magneto-
sphere measurements during these magnetopause crossings
are shown in Figure 1, with the measurements in the magne-
tosheath in blue and the measurements in the magnetosphere
in red. There are 115 events on the dawn side, and 120 events
on the dusk side.

4. Flux and Phase Space Density (PSD)
Comparison

[6] With the Geotail database, we compare the energetic
electron flux and PSD in the magnetosheath and in the

Figure 1. Positions of the measurements in the magne-
tosheath and in the magnetosphere for 235 magnetopause
crossing events in the GSM coordinates. The magnetosheath
and the magnetosphere measurements are shown in blue and
red, respectively.
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magnetosphere. Figures 2a and 2b show the measured
>38 keV electron fluxes in the magnetosheath and in the
magnetosphere, respectively. The dawn-dusk asymmetry of
the energetic electrons in the magnetosphere agrees with the
results from previous studies showing that the trapped tens of
keV electrons dominate the dawn side [Imada et al., 2008; Luo
et al., 2011]. The same dawn-dusk asymmetry of energetic
electron flux also exists in the magnetosheath though weaker
than in the magnetosphere. This will be further discussed later
in this paper. Figure 2c shows the flux comparison between
these two populations. It can be seen that the >38 keV electron
fluxes are generally higher in the magnetosphere than in
the magnetosheath. If the magnetic field strengths were com-
parable in the magnetosheath and the magnetosphere then
Figure 2c, which shows higher fluxes inside and lower fluxes
outside the magnetopause, would already suggest that the
electrons in themagnetosheath are not a sufficient source for the
electrons in the magnetosphere (if the magnetic field strengths
were comparable in magnetosheath and the magnetosphere
then the two fluxes measured at the same energies would be
proportional to two PSDs at the same values of the first adia-
batic invariant). However, the magnetic field strength measured
by Geotail in the magnetosheath and in the magnetosphere

shows that the magnetic field strength in the magnetosphere
is generally different from (and on average stronger than) that
in the magnetosheath, as shown in Figure 2d. Therefore, we
should compare the electron PSD for the same first adiabatic
invariant (m) on both sides of the magnetopause to see
whether the magnetosheath has a higher PSD, which would
indicate a source region, than the magnetosphere.
[7] The PSD, f, and differential flux, j, are related by

f ¼ j

E E þ 2m0c2ð Þ � 1:66� 10�10
� �� 200:3; ð1Þ

where f is PSD in GEM (Geospace Environment Modeling)
units (c/MeV/cm)3, j is electron differential flux in unit of
cm�2 sr�1 s�1 keV�1, E is energy in MeV, and m0c

2 is the
rest energy of an electron. For a detailed discussion of
equation (1), see Chen et al. [2005; also see Turner and Li,
2008]. The first adiabatic invariant, m, is calculated by

m ¼ E E þ 2m0c2ð Þ
B 2m0c2ð Þ � 105

MeV

G

� �
; ð2Þ

where B is the magnetic field strength in nT measured by
Geotail. For m calculation, we assume an isotropic electron

Figure 2. The energetic electron flux measurements (a) in the magnetosheath and (b) in the magneto-
sphere for the selected magnetopause crossing events. (c and d) The comparisons of energetic electron flux
and magnetic field strength in the magnetosheath and in the magnetosphere.
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distribution since electron pitch angle is not resolved in the
data. This assumption has been widely used in research on
magnetospheric dynamics [e.g., Hilmer et al., 2000; Taylor
et al., 2004; Burin des Roziers et al., 2009], and is also
supported by various works in the magnetosheath [e.g.,
Lavraud et al., 2009; Lu et al., 2011]. For the energetic
electron flux, j, the Geotail/EPIC have two integral fluxes,
>38 keV and >110 keV, while differential flux is required to
calculate PSD. The differential flux is estimated by assum-
ing the energy spectra of electrons varies as a power law j =
AE�l [Burin des Roziers et al., 2009; Luo et al., 2011].
The A and l can be determined using the following formula:

j>38 ¼
Z ∞

38
AE�ldE; j>110 ¼

Z ∞

110
AE�ldE ð3Þ

which leads to

l ¼ 1�
log10

j>38

j>110

log10
38
110

; A ¼ j>38 � l� 1ð Þ
381�l ð4Þ

where j>38 and j>110 are measured >38 keV and >110 keV
integral fluxes, A is a constant, and l is the instantaneous
power law index for each time step.
[8] The calculated electron PSDs for m = 1000 MeV/G are

shown in Figure 3, with Figure 3a for the magnetosheath and
Figure 3b for the magnetosphere. m = 1000 MeV/G corre-
sponds to electron’s energy to be 307 keV for a typical
magnetic field value of B = 40 nT. It can be seen that similar
to the energetic electron flux distribution, the dawn-dusk
asymmetry also exists for the PSDs in the magnetosheath
and magnetosphere, with higher PSDs on the dawn side.
The comparison of the calculated electron PSD for m =
1000 MeV/G in the magnetosheath and in the magneto-
sphere is shown in Figure 3c. For 169 of the 235 magneto-
pause crossing events (72% in percentage) studied in this
study, the PSDs are higher in the magnetosphere than in the
magnetosheath. For the other 66 events (28% in percentage),
the PSDs are higher in the magnetosheath. The spatial dis-
tribution of the comparison result is shown in Figure 3d. The
probability of higher PSDs in the magnetosphere than in the
magnetosheath also shows dawn-dusk asymmetry. 79% of

Figure 3. The electron phase space density (PSD) of m = 1000 MeV/G at the selected points (a) in the
magnetosheath and (b) in the magnetosphere. (c) The comparison of PSDs in scatter plot and (d) the
log of the ratio of PSDs in the magnetosphere and in the magnetosheath. The points where PSDs are
higher in the magnetosphere are indicated as colored dots in Figure 3d, while points where PSDs are
higher in the magnetosheath are indicated as colored squares.
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the 115 magnetopause crossing events on the dawn side
show higher PSDs in the magnetosphere than in the mag-
netosheath, while 65% of the 120 events on the dusk side
show so. We also looked at other m values and the results
were similar. Figure 4 shows the PSD comparisons for m =
400 MeV/G and m = 2000 MeV, which correspond to elec-
tron’s energies of 140 keV and 527 keV for typical magnetic
field B = 40 nT. For the total 235 events, the percentages of
events with higher PSDs in the magnetosphere than in the
magnetosheath are 80% and 69%, respectively, for each m.
The dawn-dusk asymmetry still exists, with the percentage
of higher PSDs on the dawn side larger then on the dusk
side. Based on these results, we suggest that the electrons in
the magnetosheath are not a direct source adequate to
account for all energetic electrons in the magnetosphere
through normal radial transport, and additional acceleration
precesses inside the magnetosphere are required to produce
the observed energetic electrons inside the magnetopause.

5. Leakage of Electrons From the Magnetosphere
to the Magnetosheath

[9] The higher energetic electron fluxes and PSDs in the
magnetosphere than in the magnetosheath may actually lead
to the leakage of electrons from inside to outside the mag-
netopause. The leakage of magnetospheric particles, such as
He+ and O+, has been proven by observation and widely
studied for many years [see, e.g., Chen and Moore, 2004;
Fujimoto et al., 1997; Fuselier et al., 1989; Gosling et al.,
1990; Peterson et al., 1982; Taylor and Lavraud, 2008].
There is no reason why the energetic electrons inside mag-
netopause, which have higher flux and PSD, cannot leak into
the magnetosheath. However, based on observations it is
hard to prove the leakage of electrons because electrons can
be found in both the magnetosphere and magnetosheath,
not like He+ and O+, which are magnetospheric species
and seldom exist in the solar wind. To investigate whether
the electrons can leak into the magnetosheath, we calculated
the spatial distribution of energetic electron flux in the
magnetosheath measured by Geotail from 1998 to 2004.

During the period, the magnetosheath measurements are
selected according to our magnetosheath criteria described
before, low ion temperature, Ti < 200.0 eV, and high density,
Ni > 10.0 cm�3, plus further selection on the ion bulk speed.
Specifically, we compare the ion speed measured by Geotail
with solar wind speed measured by ACE satellite. Those
Geotail measurements on the dayside which have high ion
speed (greater than 300 km/s) and are comparable with ACE
solar wind speed are further excluded. Figure 5a shows the
distribution of all the selected Geotail flux measurements in
the magnetosheath. We further average the selected mea-
surements on a 2 � 2 RE grid on the GSM XY plane and
show the flux distribution in Figure 5b. It shows that clearly
there are two high flux regions, one near the bow shock and
the other near the magnetopause, although the data numbers
in these two regions are less than in between (Figure 5d).
Between the two high flux regions the energetic electron
fluxes are low. The relatively high energetic electron flux
near the bow shock can be understood as due to energization
of electrons in the solar wind while going through the bow
shock [Thomsen et al., 1987; Gosling et al., 1989; Lowe and
Burgess, 2000]. The other high flux region near the mag-
netopause in the magnetosheath may be due to the leakage
of energetic electrons from the magnetosphere. Furthermore,
the dawn-dusk asymmetry of energetic electron flux in the
magnetosheath is clearly seen in Figure 5b. Considering the
dawn-dusk asymmetry of the flux and PSD in the magne-
tosphere (Figures 2b and 3b), as well as the higher percent-
age of PSD ratio lager than one in dawn sector than in the
dusk (Figures 3d and 4), the suggested leakage of energetic
electrons from the magnetosphere to the magnetosheath is
further supported. These two high-flux electron populations
appear to mix rarely if at all, as suggested by the low electron
flux region in between, though the average PSD shows
decrease when getting closer to the magnetopause (Figure 5c).
This is perhaps because the magnetic field lines in the mag-
netosheath are open and the electrons in the magnetosheath
are not trapped, very few electrons energized from the bow
shock can reach the magnetopause, and very few electrons

Figure 4. PSD comparisons in the magnetosphere and in the magnetosheath for (a) m = 400 MeV/G and
(b) m = 2000 MeV/G (same format as Figure 3d).
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which are possibly leaked from the magnetosphere can reach
the bow shock.

6. Summary and Conclusions

[10] A comprehensive direct comparison of flux and phase
space density (PSD) of energetic electrons in the magne-
tosheath and in the magnetosphere has been conducted and
the results show that there are usually higher electron flux
and PSD in the magnetosphere than in the magnetosheath,
which suggests that energetic electrons in the magnetosheath
cannot be a direct source sufficient for the energetic elec-
trons in the magnetosphere through normal radial transport.
Additional acceleration processes are required, mostly inside
the magnetosphere, to produce the energetic electrons mea-
sured just inside the magnetopause. This is a significant
finding and also another confirmation that the Earth’s mag-
netosphere is an efficient accelerator of charged particles.
[11] Furthermore, our investigation of the flux distribution

of energetic electrons inside the magnetosheath shows that
there are two relatively high flux regions: one near the
magnetopause and the other near the bow shock. Consider-
ing the higher energetic electron fluxes and PSDs in the

magnetosphere than in the magnetosheath, the high energetic
electron flux region in the magnetosheath near the magne-
topause may be caused by the leakage of energetic electrons
in the magnetosphere. The other high energetic electron flux
region in the magnetosheath near the bow shock could be due
to the energization of electrons in the solar wind while going
through the bow shock. These two high-flux electron popu-
lations in the magnetosheath appear to rarely mix as shown
by the lower flux in between, which may be due to the fact
that they are all on open magnetic field lines, and thus are not
easily transported from one region to the other.

[12] Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the National
Basic Research Program of China (2011CB811406 and 2012CB825606)
and the Knowledge Innovation Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences
(YYYJ-1110). It was also supported by NASA grants (NNX-09AJ57G,
and -09AF47G) and NSF grants (ATM-0842388 and -0902813). We thank
Geotail team for making the data available.
[13] Masaki Fujimoto thanks the reviewers for their assistance in eval-

uating this paper.

References
Baker, D. N., R. W. Klebesadel, P. R. Higbie, and J. B. Blake (1986),
Highly relativistic electrons in the Earth’s outer magnetosphere: 1. Lifetimes
and temporal history 1979–1984, J. Geophys. Res., 91(A4), 4265–4276.

Figure 5. (a) The energetic electron fluxes in the magnetosheath measured by Geotail, with the positions
of Geotail projected on the GSM XY plane. (b and c) The distribution of the energetic electron fluxes and
PSDs (m = 1000 MeV/G) averaged on a 2 � 2 RE grid. (d) The spatial distribution of the data numbers.

LUO ET AL.: OUTER MAGNETOSPHERE ENERGETIC ELECTRONS A05214A05214

6 of 7



Baker, D. N., X. Li, J. B. Blake, and S. Kanekal (1998), Strong electron
acceleration in the Earth’s magnetosphere, Adv. Space Res., 21(4), 609–613.

Barker, A. B., X. Li, and R. S. Selesnick (2005), Modeling the radiation belt
electrons with radial diffusion driven by the solar wind, Space Weather,
3, S10003, doi:10.1029/2004SW000118.

Bortnik, J., and R. M. Thorne (2007), The dual role of ELF/VLF chorus
waves in the acceleration and precipitation of radiation belt electrons,
J. Atmos. Sol. Terr. Phys., 69(3), 378–386.

Burin des Roziers, E., X. Li, D. N. Baker, T. A. Fritz, R. Friedel, T. G.
Onsager, and I. Dandouras (2009), Energetic plasma sheet electrons and
their relationship with the solar wind: A Cluster and Geotail study,
J. Geophys. Res., 114, A02220, doi:10.1029/2008JA013696.

Chen, S. H., and T. E. Moore (2004), Dayside flow bursts in the Earth’s
outer magnetosphere, J. Geophys. Res., 109, A03215, doi:10.1029/
2003JA010007.

Chen, Y., R. H.W. Friedel, G. D. Reeves, T. G. Onsager, andM. F. Thomsen
(2005), Multisatellite determination of the relativistic electron phase space
density at geosynchronous orbit: Methodology and results during geomag-
netically quiet times, J. Geophys. Res., 110, A10210, doi:10.1029/
2004JA010895.

Elkington, S. R., M. K. Hudson, and A. A. Chan (2003), Resonant acceler-
ation and diffusion of outer zone electrons in an asymmetric geomagnetic
field, J. Geophys. Res., 108(A3), 1116, doi:10.1029/2001JA009202.

Frank, L. A., K. L. Ackerson, W. R. Paterson, J. A. Lee, M. R. English, and
G. L. Pickett (1994), The comprehensive plasma instrumentation (CPI)
for the GEOTAIL spacecraft, J. Geomagn. Geoelectr., 46, 23–37.

Friedel, R. H. W., G. D. Reeves, and T. Obara (2002), Relativistic electron
dynamics in the inner magnetosphere—A review, J. Atmos. Sol. Terr.
Phys., 64(2), 265–282.

Fujimoto, M., T. Mukai, A. Matsuoka, A. Nishida, T. Terasawa, K. Seki,
H. Hayakawa, T. Yamamoto, S. Kokubun, and R. P. Lepping (1997),
Dayside reconnected field lines in the south-dusk near-tail flank during
an IMF By > 0 dominated period, Geophys. Res. Lett., 24(8), 931–934.

Fuselier, S. A., W. K. Peterson, D. M. Klumpar, and E. G. Shelley (1989),
Entry and acceleration of He+ in the low latitude boundary layer,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 16(7), 751–754.

Gosling, J. T., M. F. Thomsen, S. J. Bame, and C. T. Russell (1989),
Suprethermal electrons at Earth’s bow shock, J. Geophys. Res., 94(A8),
10,011–10,025.

Gosling, J. T., M. F. Thomsen, S. J. Bame, R. C. Elphic, and C. T. Russell
(1990), Cold ion beams in the low latitude boundary layer during acceler-
ated flow events, Geophys. Res. Lett., 17, 2245–2248, doi:10.1029/
GL017i012p02245.

Hilmer, R. V., G. P. Ginet, and T. E. Cayton (2000), Enhancement of equa-
torial energetic electron fluxes near L = 4.2 as a result of high speed solar
wind streams, J. Geophys. Res., 105(A10), 23,311–23,322.

Hudson, M. K., S. R. Elkington, J. G. Lyon, and C. C. Goodrich (2000),
Increase in relativistic electron flux in the inner magnetosphere: ULF
wave mode structure, Adv. Space Res., 25(12), 2327–2337.

Imada, S., M. Hoshino, and T. Mukai (2008), The dawn-dusk asymmetry of
energetic electron in the Earth’s magnetotail: Observation and transport
model, J. Geophys. Res., 113, A11201, doi:10.1029/2008JA013610.

Kokubun, S., T. Yamamoto, M. H. Acuna, K. Hayashi, K. Shiokawa, and
H. Kawano (1994), The Geotail magnetic field experiment, J. Geomagn.
Geoelectr., 46, 7–21.

Lavraud, B., et al. (2009), Tracing solar wind plasma entry into the magne-
tosphere using ion-to-electron temperature ratio, Geophys. Res. Lett., 36,
L18109, doi:10.1029/2009GL039442.

Li, X., and M. Temerin (2001), The electron radiation belt, Space Sci. Rev.,
95, 569–580.

Li, X., D. N. Baker, M. Temerin, T. E. Cayton, E. G. D. Reeves, R. A.
Christensen, J. B. Blake, M. D. Looper, R. Nakamura, and S. G. Kanekal
(1997a), Multisatellite observations of the outer zone electron variation dur-
ing the November 3–4, 1993, magnetic storm, J. Geophys. Res, 102(A7),
14,123–14,140.

Li, X., D. N. Baker, M. Temerin, D. Larson, R. P. Lin, G. D. Reeves,
M. Looper, S. G. Kanekal, and R. A. Mewaldt (1997b), Are energetic
electrons in the solar wind the source of the outer radiation belt?,Geophys.
Res. Lett., 24(8), 923–926.

Li, X., M. Temerin, D. N. Baker, G. D. Reeves, and D. Larson (2001),
Quantitative prediction of radiation belt electrons at geostationary
orbit based on solar wind measurements, Geophys. Res. Lett., 28(9),
1887–1890.

Li, X., M. Temerin, D. N. Baker, and G. D. Reeves (2011), Behavior
of MeV electrons at geosynchronous orbit during last two solar cycles,
J. Geophys. Res., 116, A11207, doi:10.1029/2011JA016934.

Lowe, R. E., and D. Burgess (2000), Energetic electrons downstream
of Earth’s bow shock: Simulations of acceleration by shock structure,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 27(20), 3249–3252.

Lu, Q., L. Shan, C. Shen, T. Zhang, Y. Li, and S. Wang (2011), Velocity
distributions of superthermal electrons fitted with a power law function
in the magnetosheath: Cluster observations, J. Geophys. Res., 116,
A03224, doi:10.1029/2010JA016118.

Luo, B., W. Tu, X. Li, J. Gong, S. Liu, E. Burin des Roziers, and D. N.
Baker (2011), On energetic electrons (>38 keV) in the central plasma
sheet: Data analysis and modeling, J. Geophys. Res., 116, A09220,
doi:10.1029/2011JA016562.

McAdams, K. L., G. D. Reeves, R. H. W. Friedel, and T. E. Cayton (2001),
Multisatellite comparisons of the radiation belt response to the Geospace
Environment Modeling (GEM) magnetic storms, J. Geophys. Res.,
106(A6), 10,869–10,882.

Millan, R. M., and R. M. Thorne (2007), Review of radiation belt relativis-
tic electron losses, J. Atmos. Sol. Terr. Phys., 69(3), 362–377.

Paschmann, G., W. Baumjohann, N. Sckopke, T. D. Phan, and H. Lühr
(1993), Structure of the dayside magnetopause for low magnetic shear,
J. Geophys. Res., 98(A8), 13,409–13,422.

Peterson, W. K., E. G. Shelley, G. Haerendel, and G. Paschmann (1982),
Energetic ion composition in the subsolar magnetopause and boundary
layer, J. Geophys. Res., 87(A4), 2139–2145.

Phan, T. D., and G. Paschmann (1996), Low-latitude dayside magnetopause
and boundary layer for high magnetic shear: 1. Structure and motion,
J. Geophys. Res., 101(A4), 7801–7815.

Phan, T. D., G. Paschmann, W. Baumjohann, N. Sckopke, and H. Lühr
(1994), The magnetosheath region adjacent to the dayside magnetopause:
AMPTE/IRM observations, J. Geophys. Res., 99(A1), 121–141.

Reeves, G. D. (1998), Relativistic electrons and magnetic storms: 1992–1995,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 25(11), 1817–1820.

Reeves, G. D., K. L. McAdams, R. H. W. Friedel, and T. P. O’Brien (2003),
Acceleration and loss of relativistic electrons during geomagnetic storms,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 30(10), 1529, doi:10.1029/2002GL016513.

Sibeck, D. G., and J. T. Gosling (1996), Magnetosheath density fluctuations
and magnetopause motion, J. Geophys. Res., 101(A1), 31–40.

Taylor, M., R. H. W. Friedel, G. D. Reeves, M. W. Dunlop, T. A. Fritz,
P. W. Daly, and A. Balogh (2004), Multisatellite measurements of elec-
tron phase space density gradients in the Earth’s inner and outer magne-
tosphere, J. Geophys. Res., 109, A05220, doi:10.1029/2003JA010294.

Taylor, M. G. G. T., and B. Lavraud (2008), Observation of three distinct
ion populations at the Kelvin-Helmholtz-unstable magnetopause, Ann.
Geophys., 26, 1559–1566.

Thomsen, M. F., M. M. Mellott, J. A. Stansberry, S. J. Bame, J. T. Gosling,
and C. T. Russell (1987), Strong electron heating at the Earth’s bow
shock, J. Geophys. Res., 92(A9), 10,119–10,124.

Tu, W., X. Li, Y. Chen, G. D. Reeves, and M. Temerin (2009), Storm-
dependent radiation belt electron dynamics, J. Geophys. Res., 114,
A02217, doi:10.1029/2008JA013480.

Turner, D. L., and X. Li (2008), Radial gradients of phase space density of
the outer radiation belt electrons prior to sudden solar wind pressure enhance-
ments, Geophys. Res. Lett., 35, L18101, doi:10.1029/2008GL034866.

Williams, D. J., R. W. McEntire, C. Schlemm II, A. T. Y. Lui, G. Gloeckler,
S. P. Christon, and F. Gliem (1994), Geotail energetic particles and ion
composition instrument, J. Geomagn. Geoelectr., 46, 39–57.

LUO ET AL.: OUTER MAGNETOSPHERE ENERGETIC ELECTRONS A05214A05214

7 of 7



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


