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Abstract: We perform a joint analysis of short-period (up to several hours) variability in parameters
of the ionosphere, the mesosphere, and the stratosphere at mid-latitude, subauroral, and high-latitude
points for a long time interval. The study is based on the ionospheric total electron content (TEC)
measurements and data on the OH rotational temperature at the mesopause height. We reveal similar
seasonal variations in the dynamics of the short-term variability level, both in the ionosphere and
the mesosphere. Maximum variability is observed during winter months and it exceeds the values
in summer period up to 5–6 times. The revealed dynamics has no explicit relation to the levels of
geomagnetic and solar activities. We suggest that the instabilities in the high-velocity stratospheric
subauroral winter jet stream may be a source of the recorded variability seasonal variations in the
ionosphere and the mesosphere. We propose a new index to estimate a short-term variability in the
stratosphere. The index is shown to experience similar regular seasonal variations with a maximum
during winter months. We show a clear correlation between the mesosphere/ionosphere variability
indices values and the stratosphere disturbance index. The correlation is shown to be higher for
the mesosphere variability index as compared with that in the ionosphere, and at the high-latitude
point located closer to the jet stream. The obtained results indicate a strong interrelation between
the short-period variability in the ionosphere, in the upper mesosphere, and in the subauroral
stratosphere. The results contribute to elucidating the basic mechanisms for a vertical coupling
between different atmospheric layers.

Keywords: stratosphere; mesosphere; mesopause; temperature; ionosphere; atmospheric-ionospheric
coupling; wave disturbances; TEC; GPS

1. Introduction

The Earth upper atmosphere is the region subject to both solar plus magnetospheric forcing,
and the effect from underlying shells of the neutral atmosphere. The determining factor in the
thermodynamic regime of the upper atmosphere is helio-geomagnetic activity.

At the same time, investigations evidence that the cause for the observed ionosphere variations
may be atmospheric waves of various spatial-temporal scales (acoustic, internal gravity (IGWs),
tidal, and planetary), propagating from the lower and the middle atmosphere [1–3]. IGWs from the
sources located in the lower atmosphere may penetrate (under certain conditions) onto high altitudes,
thus causing wave disturbances in the parameters of the upper mesosphere, thermosphere, and, as
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consequence, in the parameters of ionospheric plasma [1,4]. Thereby, IGWs originating in underlying
layers contribute essentially to variations in the thermodynamic regime and in the composition of the
upper atmosphere, thus providing vertical coupling of the atmospheric layers.

In the upper atmosphere, there may exist both small-scale IGWs with short periods and small
wavelengths, and mid- and large-scale IGWs having the horizontal wavelength from several tens to
several thousands of kilometers. The periods of these waves may vary from several minutes to almost
24 hrs [5]. In [6,7], the contribution to ionospheric disturbance of sources in the lower atmosphere was
shown to be comparable (by magnitude) with geomagnetic activity. Based on the simulation results,
Liu et al. [8] demonstrated that the meteorological driving may play a key role in day-to-day variability
of the ionosphere. The comparison between the wave disturbance in the parameters of the neutral
atmosphere and those of the ionosphere may provide the information on the processes stipulating the
dynamic coupling between different atmospheric layers.

IGWs at the mesosphere/lower thermosphere (MLT) heights are observed by nightside airglow.
Propagating through the hydroxyl (OH) emission layer at ~ 87 km, IGWs modulate the temperature
and the emission intensity [9,10]. Recording the OH emission is now the most common method for
IGW ground-based observation within the MLT region. From OH airglows, one determines IGW
horizontal wavelengths, phase velocity, and periods [11–13], and observes the IGW activity for a long
time [14–17]. During the Deep Propagating Gravity Wave Experiment (DEEPWAVE), Taylor et al. [18]
observed IGW propagation from the middle stratosphere to the MLT region. The authors recorded the
wave penetration at higher altitudes, at least, 10 km above the OH emission layer. IGW intensities
in the mesopause region are shown to feature substantial seasonal, quasi-biennial and interannual
variations that may vary at different altitudes [16]. According to the authors, such differences may
be attributed to the changes in the strengths of IGW sources in the atmosphere at different altitudes
and locations, as well as to the conditions of wave propagation in the atmosphere. Medvedeva and
Ratovsky [19], based on the OH emission spectral observations, concluded that the seasonal variation
in the mesosphere variability have a well-pronounced maximum in winter months.

IGWs manifest themselves in the ionosphere mostly as traveling ionospheric disturbances
(TIDs). TIDs contribute significantly to ionospheric disturbance. Analyzing the database for the
ionospheric F2-layer parameters, Araujo-Pradere et al. [20] revealed that, at high and middle latitudes,
the ionospheric variability presented by the sample standard deviation of ionospheric characteristics
has a clear seasonal trend. Under quiet geomagnetic conditions, the lowest variability was found in
the summer hemisphere, the maximal being in winter, with the equinoxes between the two extremes.
The authors also revealed a strong local time dependence, particularly at high latitudes, with the
nighttime variability always stronger than that in the daytime. Altadil [21] showed that, at the
midlatitude Ebro station, the largest F-region variability occurs during nighttime. Ratovsky et al. [22]
also confirmed that the nighttime total relative variability obtained from digisonde data in Irkutsk had
a clear seasonal behavior with the maximum in winter, minimum in summer, and with intermediate
values at equinoxes.

Frissell et al. [23] studied the climatology of daytime mid-latitude medium-scale traveling
ionospheric disturbances (MSTIDs) observed by the Blackstone Dual Auroral Radar Network
(SuperDARN). They found that MSTIDs were observed primarily fall through spring. Frissell et al. [24]
focused on winter daytime MSTIDs observed at high latitudes from four high-latitude and six
mid-latitude SuperDARN radars in North America. Kotake et al. [25] analyzed the total electron
content (TEC) data from several GPS receivers at mid-latitudes. The authors also noted that seasonal
variation in the MSTID activity differed between daytime and nighttime with the highest daytime
MSTID activity in winter at all the regions analyzed.

Medvedeva and Ratovsky [19] showed that the winter IGW variability above Irkutsk exceeds
the summer one both for the ionospheric and atmospheric variabilities, but in the IGW case the
winter/summer ratio for the ionospheric variability (~1.7) is noticeably larger than that for the
atmospheric variability (~1.2).
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Among the reasons for seasonal differences in the ionospheric IGW variability, the following
factors are discussed: seasonal variations in photochemical control [20]; geomagnetic activity seasonal
variations [6]; and variations in the meteorological activity [3,21,23,24]. Frissell et al. [24] concluded that
there was no clear correlation between MSTID occurrence at midlatitude and space weather activity as
parameterized by the indexes of geomagnetic activity AE and SYM-H. Rather, MSTID observations were
found to have a correlation with the polar vortex dynamics with maximum MSTID occurrence during
the periods of strong polar vortex [24]. Chernigovskaya et al. [26,27] also noted a possible relation of
the winter enhancement in ionospheric variability with IGW sources in the underlying stratosphere.

Seasonal variations in the IGW structure in the upper mesosphere could be explained through
the meridional-vertical circulation leading to adiabatic expansion and cooling of the mesopause in
summer and to its compression and warming in winter [19]. Medvedev et al. [28] proposed that the
probable cause for differences in the seasonal IGW variability of the atmosphere and of the ionosphere
is the difference in the spatial and altitudinal location of the IGW sources.

In this study, we analyze a long series of short-period ionospheric TEC variability and mesopause
temperature variability. For the first time, we perform a comparative joint analysis of IGW variability in
different layers of the atmosphere and at different latitudinal sectors (from middle to high latitudes). We
indicate a strong relation between the changes in the variability of the ionosphere, upper mesosphere,
and high-latitude winter stratosphere, and examine this dependence at different latitudes.

2. Methodology

2.1. TEC Variability Analysis Method

For this study, we used the TEC data obtained from measurements by IGS GPS/GLONASS
dual-frequency receivers [29] located in the mid-latitude (Irkutsk, 52.22◦N, 104.32◦E), subauroral
(Yakutsk, 62.03◦N, 129.68◦E), and the high-latitude (Tiksi, 71.63◦N, 128.87◦E) regions. From phase and
code measurements, we calculated series of vertical absolute TEC by the technique described in [30];
this technique enables to obtain long series of the vertical TEC values, considering differential code
biases. We calculated the TEC series with a 15-min temporal resolution.

As a coefficient for short-term TEC variability we used vrTEC index, the vrTEC value is proportional
to the TEC variation intensity within the range of periods T not exceeding the averaging period:

vrTEC(t) =

√〈
(TEC(t) − 〈TEC〉) 2

〉

〈TEC〉2
·100% (1)

where <TEC> is the TEC averaging over the time interval t ±2 hrs. Thus, the vrTEC reflects the level
of short-term variability in the ionosphere. A similar approach was used in [19,26] that studied the
seasonal dynamics of the IGW variation intensity in the data on the F2-layer electron density maximum.
To analyze the seasonal dynamics of the intensity of TEC short-term variability, we averaged the
obtained vrTEC values for a local day. As a result, one value for the mean variability level (mvrTEC)
for each day was calculated.

2.2. Mesopause Temperature Variability Analysis Method

The mesopause region (80–100 km) is known to feature the lowest temperature values all year
round, and its temperature regime experiences an active forcing from both solar radiation and wave
processes originating in the low layers of the atmosphere [9]. To analyze the mesopause temperature
regime, we used the data on the OH emission spectrometric observations at the observatories located
near GNSS receivers.

To record the emission intensity at Tiksi (71.58◦ N, 128.77◦ E) and Maimaga (63.04◦N, 129.51◦E,
near Yakutsk), we used photosensitive infra-red spectrographs within the 1490 - 1544 nm wavelength
operation range. The detailed description of the instruments characteristics is in [31]. The spectrographs
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measured the OH emission within the OH (3-1) band. At the Maimaga station, the spectrograph was
assigned for continuous recording on 2013 January 17; at the high-latitude Tiksi station, it started
continuous recording on 2015 September 3. The spectrographs record the OH (3-1) band in the near
infra-red (about 1.5 µm), at >9◦ Sun immersion angle. The exposure time in order to obtain one
measurement of the OH spectrum is 60 sec. The method to estimate the rotational temperature of
the OH (3-1) molecular emissions is based on fitting model spectra for different temperatures (set in
advance) to the actually measured spectrum [32]. When estimating the rotational temperature, we
used the transition probabilities calculated in [33]. To exclude the high-noise data, we sampled the
spectra meeting the >20 dB signal-to-noise ratio; then, we averaged the temperature at 3-min steps.

At the Tory observatory (51.80◦N, 103.08◦E, near Irkutsk), recording the OH spectra was performed
by using a high-aperture diffraction spectrometer equipped by a high-sensitive digital receiver with a
CCD-matrix. The detailed description of the instrument is presented in [34]. The spectra obtained with
10-minute temporal resolution are used to determine the spectral characteristics (intensity, temperature)
of the hydroxyl molecule emission (band (6-2), 834.0 nm). The OH rotational temperature is calculated
by the intensity distribution over the first three lines of the P1-branch of the vibration–rotation (6-2)
band. Perminov et al. [35] described its determination method in detail.

The rotational temperature of a hydroxyl molecule reflects the atmospheric temperature at the
emission maximum height (mesopause region). The indicated spectrographic methods enable to take
the mesopause temperature at the ~2◦K accuracy. The hydroxyl emitting layer intensity maximum is
located at about 87 km, with the thickness of ~ 9 km [36]. In [37], the hydroxyl emission maximum
height in the Meinel emission band is shown to differ by ~4 km. However, this difference is not
essential in this study.

As a characteristic of the nightside wave activity, we accept the standard deviation of temperature
Ti from its night-average value:

σ =

√
1
n

∑
(Ti − T)2 (2)

where n is the number of measured values within a night. The value for standard deviation σ includes
intensities of various-period waves (tides, internal gravity waves) and the variations related to the
dark current detector noise. We did not address planetary waves, because their timescale is much
larger than one night. Therefore, the wave superposition may be presented like in [38]:

σ =
√
σ2

td + σ2
gw + σ2

noise (3)

where σtd is the temperature variations caused by tidal waves, σgw is the temperature variations caused
by internal gravity waves, σnoise is the temperature standard deviation component caused by the dark
current detector noise, which was calculated for each night of observations. The σtd was determined
by detecting the harmonics corresponding to the 24-, 12-, and 8-hr components of the diurnal tide from
the nightside temperature series through the least square technique.

Equation (3) includes a component caused by the dark current detector noise (σnoise). In Irkutsk,
the dark current values were determined when the spectrometer entrance slit was closed, and the
length of the measurement series was comparable with that of the hydroxyl emission observation
series. The dark current relation to the hydroxyl emission intensity and temperature was empirically
determined, and using this formula, the σnoise values were calculated for every night of observation.
In detail, the calculation procedure is described in [38,39].

Hence, knowing the σtd and σnoise, we calculated the contribution associated with the internal
gravity wave activity σgw to the mesopause temperature variability. This technique was used in a
number of papers [19,38–41] to analyze the mesopause temperature variability. As the measurements
of the mesopause temperature in Tiksi/Yakutsk and in Irkutsk are based on different hydroxyl emission
lines, its values may be related to slightly different heights of the mesosphere. However, in this work,
we do not compare the temperature values themselves, but a short-period variability component in the
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temperature. The extraction of σgw variations from the initial series of temperature Ti is carried out by
the same technique. We believe that this allows us to compare properly the dynamics of the variability.

3. Results

3.1. Ionosphere Variability Dynamics

Figure 1a shows the variations in the indices of solar (F10.7) and of geomagnetic (Kp) activities for
2002–2018. Panels b-d present the dynamics for the TEC variability mean coefficient (mvrTEC) at three
stations (dark blue line displays the 27-day running mean reflecting the seasonal trend).

Remote Sens. 2020, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 15 

 

hydroxyl emission lines, its values may be related to slightly different heights of the mesosphere. 

However, in this work, we do not compare the temperature values themselves, but a short-period 

variability component in the temperature. The extraction of σgw variations from the initial series of 

temperature Ti is carried out by the same technique. We believe that this allows us to compare 

properly the dynamics of the variability.  

3. Results 

3.1. Ionosphere Variability Dynamics 

Figure 1a shows the variations in the indices of solar (F10.7) and of geomagnetic (Kp) activities for 

2002–2018. Panels b-d present the dynamics for the TEC variability mean coefficient (mvrTEC) at 

three stations (dark blue line displays the 27-day running mean reflecting the seasonal trend). 

 

Figure 1. in the F10.7 and Kp (a); mvrTEC variations (black), and the 27-day running mean (dark blue) 

at Tiksi (b), Yakutsk (c), and Irkutsk (d) for 2002-2018. 
Figure 1. In the F10.7 and Kp (a); mvrTEC variations (black), and the 27-day running mean (dark blue)
at Tiksi (b), Yakutsk (c), and Irkutsk (d) for 2002-2018.



Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 1588 6 of 15

Note that, in the short-term ionospheric disturbance dynamics, one does not observe any
correlation with geomagnetic activity variation. This feature agrees with the results in [21,24]. In the
TEC variability distributions, we trace a winter maxima dependence on solar activity. For example, at
the Tiksi station, the disturbance maximum in winter months decreased from 25% in 2003 to about 15%
in 2010 (i.e., the relative decrease is about 40%). A similar change is also observed at other stations.
Interestingly, the variability level in summer months does not show a dependence on solar activity.

The mvrTEC values experience essential regular seasonal variations. Herewith, the seasonal
variations are expressed more clearly at high-latitude stations and less explicitly are identified at
mid-latitude Irkutsk. The least variability level at all the stations is recorded in summer months with
the mvrTEC ~ 5% at Tiksi and Yakutsk, and ~ 10% at Irkutsk.

The mvrTEC peaks are recorded in winter periods, and they surpass by factor of 5-6 the disturbance
level in the summer period. Herewith, in winter, the maximal values of the coefficient are observed
at high-latitude Tiksi (~35-40%), while the minimal are recorded at mid-latitude Irkutsk (~ 20%).
The difference between the winter and the summer values is also maximal at high latitudes. Individual
bursts in the mvrTEC variations reflect individual major geomagnetic events.

Similar feature in the ionospheric disturbance seasonal variations was noted in the F2-layer
electron density maximum behavior (NmF2) from the DPS-4 ionosonde data for the solar activity
minimum period [26]. Our results evidence that a similar seasonal variation in short-period ionospheric
variability is characteristic, and it is observed at different levels of solar activity.

3.2. Upper Mesosphere Variability Dynamics

Figure 2 presents the variations reflecting the IGW activity in the gravity component σgw within
the mesopause temperature data. The lines denote the running means with a 27-day averaging window,
representing the seasonal variation in the gravity component σgw. Note that, due to the impossibility
of the hydroxyl emission observations over the summer period (polar day), the data series in Tiksi and
Maimaga have lacunae within summer months.

It is seen that IGW variability level in the upper mesosphere has the seasonal variation identical to
that noted for the ionospheric disturbance. The coefficient σgw maximum is recorded in winter months
(Dec-Jan-Feb), while the minimum is recorded in summer. At Tiksi and Maimaga, the temperature
disturbance levels approximately coincide over the available observational seasons. The IGW
component seasonal variation ranges 1.5◦K through 6.5◦K.

The seasonal variations in mesopause temperature variability in Irkutsk are expressed less
significantly: the seasonal variation in the disturbance mean intensity changes ~3◦K through ~4.5◦K.

Note also a larger noisiness in the dynamic of variability in Irkutsk. Several factors may be the
reason for the stronger noisiness in Irkutsk. The authors [38,39] studied variability of the mesopause
temperature from the hydroxyl airglow OH (6-2) data obtained at two midlat itudinal sites, Zvenigorod
and Irkutsk (Tory). At both observatories, measurements and data processing were performed using
the same technique. The variability in temperature was calculated according to the same method
as used in this work. A comparison of temperature variability revealed the enhanced values for
Irkutsk compared to that obtained for Zvenigorod. This effect can be explained by the influence
of the wave processes caused by the surrounding mountainous relief at Tory observatory on the
mesopause temperature regime (orographical effect [42]). Tory station is located in the foothills of the
Sayan Mountains. Another reason for the increased variability may be high seismic activity in the
Baikal rift zone, where the Tory observatory is located. Thus, the influence of wave activity on the
mesopause temperature regime for the Tory site can be more complicated compared to other sites.
Additionally, the OH (3-1) transition is brighter than the OH (6-2) transition, which might lead to the
smallest signal-to-noise ratio in data for Tory (Irkutsk) and, as a consequences, to greater noisiness in
the data. Thus, we should bear in mind that the observed differences may be elucidated by not only
different locations of the stations, although this factor is the most significant, but also by the different
instruments employed for spectra recording.
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Figure 2. IGW component σgw(T) variations within the mesopause temperature data (dots). The dark
blue line superimposes the running mean with a 27-day window. Red dashed lines show the seasonal
variations in TEC variability in half-scale of amplitude for corresponding regions.

4. Discussion

Essential seasonal variations observed regularly in the short-term variability of the ionosphere
and of the upper mesosphere with the maximum in winter and with the minimum in summer do not
correlate with the helio-geomagnetic variations. The sources for these variations may be processes
occurring in the underlying atmosphere layers (stratosphere and troposphere).

The circumpolar vortex (CPV) and the CPV-related high-velocity jet stream (JS) is a source for
IGW in the winter polar stratosphere and in the lower mesosphere [24,43–46]. The CPV represents a
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cyclonic circulation large-scale cell that forms in a cold air mass over the polar region and encompasses
the upper troposphere and the stratosphere. The CPV is accompanied by the evolution of a JS that
is a narrow flow with the almost horizontal axis. The JS features large wind shears (both vertical
and horizontal) and high velocity. Shpynev et al. [46] addressed the IGW generation mechanism in
a high-velocity JS at stratospheric heights during the winter season. The authors showed that the
vertical structure of the stratosphere wind in the JS features significant shear of the horizontal velocity,
which facilitates inducing shear-layer instability. The instability appears as a source for gravity wave
generation at the boundary surface. In [47], the authors detected and investigated the wave structures
generated in a JS. They showed that the JS-carried full energy (per day) makes about 1017 J and,
basically, it is generated at ~50 km in the stratopause. The bulk of this energy is spent on the flow
radiation cooling. However, about 10-15% of the JS energy may be released for the IGW generation.
Thereby, dynamic processes in a JS are one of the IGW basic sources in the winter middle atmosphere.
Propagating upward, these waves transport the wave energy vertically into the mesosphere and into
the lower thermosphere.

Figure 3 shows the distributions of the horizontal wind field (a, b) and of the atmospheric gas
vertical velocity (c, d) at the stratopause level (1 hPa, about 52 km) on 2012 December 22 (a, c) and
on 2013 January 6 (b, d), i.e., during the strong sudden stratosphere warming. Arrows on panels
(a, b) show the direction of the air mass travel. The maps are built based on the ERA-Interim archive
reanalysis data [48].
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Figure 3. Horizontal wind field (a, b) and the atmospheric gas vertical velocity (c, d) at 1 hPa on 2012
December 22 (a, c) and on 2013 January 6 (b, d). Arrows on panels (a, b) show the direction of the air
mass travel.
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On the horizontal wind distributions, one can clearly distinguish a jet stream, the wind high
velocity area surrounding the polar region. Wind velocities in a JS may reach 150 m/sec and higher.
In quiet periods, a JS has a symmetric, almost ring-like structure (Figure 3a). During the sudden
stratospheric warmings, there is an essential JS transformation and a displacement of its center from
the pole (Figure 3b).

In the distributions of the atmospheric gas vertical velocity, one observes well-defined wave
disturbances (Figure 3c,d). Herewith, the greatest intensity of such disturbances is recorded in the
areas that coincide with the areas of the JS horizontal wind high velocities. Such wave disturbances are
a feature of the winter polar stratosphere; they are related to stratospheric jet stream at 50-80◦N [26].
The amplitude of these disturbances increases with height. Yasyukevich et al. [49] analyzed spatial
spectra of the disturbances. The horizontal wavelength was revealed to vary within 300-3000 km,
the vertical wavelength changed within 5-10 km, and the typical periods of the observed wave-like
disturbances were estimated to be 50-250 minutes, i.e. IGW periods.

Based on the ERA-Interim data, we propose an index to estimate the level of the wave disturbance
in the stratosphere (stdW). For this purpose, we calculated the standard deviation of the gas vertical
velocity value from the zonal-mean value at the specified latitude in the mid stratosphere (10 hPa level)
and at the stratopause (1 hPa).

Figure 4 presents the examples for latitude-temporal distributions of the stdW at 1 hPa and
10 hPa levels in 2009 and 2013. Apparently, an essential increase in the stratosphere disturbance
level in both hemispheres is observed within a limited latitude range and has an expressed seasonal
nature. The stdW maximal values are recorded during local winters in the subauroral regions (60-70◦),
where there is a well evolved polar vortex at that time and a high-velocity jet stream related to the latter.
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2013 (b, d). Latitudes are on the vertical scale, months of year are on the horizontal one.

Figure 5 shows the stdW long-term dynamics at 60◦N in the mid and upper stratosphere.
Apparently, the index values experience regular seasonal variations with the maximum in winter
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months similar to those recorded for the ionospheric and mesospheric variability. The difference
between the stdW summer and winter values is 5- or 6-fold. At that, unlike the disturbance in the
ionosphere, there is no solar activity dependence traced for the stratosphere disturbance index.
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Figure 6 presents scatter-plots between the stdW at 1 hPa and the indices of the IGW disturbance
in the mesosphere temperature σgw(T) in Tiksi and Maimaga. Apparently, despite a noticeable scatter,
one observes a sufficiently expressed dependence between these parameters. This dependence has
a non-linear character. There, mesosphere disturbance saturation occurs, while the stratosphere
disturbance intensity keeps growing. In the distributions, one also distinguishes the areas of the
mesosphere disturbance increase in the absence of the stratosphere disturbance growth. The cause for
these disturbances obviously is some other factors, i.e. solar and geomagnetic activity.

Figure 7 exhibits lagged cross-correlation functions for the short-term variability indexes between
the stratosphere and mesosphere (a), and between the stratosphere and ionosphere (b) in Tiksi,
Yakutsk (Maimaga), and Irkutsk. The positive lag values signify the time lag of the corresponding
parameter from the stratosphere disturbance. Apparently, the correlation maximum for the mesosphere
disturbance is ~0.65 in Irkutsk, 0.75 in Yakutsk, and exceeds 0.8 for high-latitude Tiksi. Note that the
cross-correlation functions are sufficiently smooth sleek, and do not have an expressed maximum.
However, one traces an increase in the lag of the correlation coefficient maximum with the latitude
growth from 1 day in Irkutsk to more than 10 days in Tiksi.
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Figure 7. Lagged cross-correlation function between the variability indices in the stratosphere at 1 hPa
and in the mesosphere (a), in the stratosphere and in the ionosphere (b) at Tiksi (black), Yakutsk (dark
blue), and Irkutsk (red). Vertical dashed lines show the maxima of cross-correlation functions.

For the ionosphere disturbance, the correlation levels at all the stations are lower. The highest
value for the correlation coefficient is recorded at Tiksi and makes near 0.7. The lowest value is observed
in Irkutsk (only near 0.4). The cross-correlation function maximum at Tiksi and Yakutsk is observed
with about a 10-day lag, while, in Irkutsk, the lag exceeds 25 days.

Thus, the correlation level with the stratosphere disturbance index is higher for the mesosphere
disturbance, than that in the ionosphere. Both for the ionosphere and for the mesosphere variability,
the correlation is substantially higher at high-latitude Tiksi. Supposedly, this is related to a closer
location of the high-latitude points to the region, where the polar vortex exists. In the mvrTEC and in
the σgw series obtained for Irkutsk, the seasonal variations were expressed most weakly, as well as a
higher noise was observed here.

Lower correlation values for the ionosphere disturbance have a clear explanation. The ionosphere,
besides the forcing from the lower neutral atmosphere, is subject to many disturbing factors,
among which solar and geomagnetic activities prevail. All these factors contribute to the ionosphere
disturbance level. However, one can trace a relation between the ionosphere short-term variability
seasonal variations and the stratosphere disturbance fairly explicitly. In our opinion, the obtained
results are a convincing demonstration of the interrelation between short-period variability in the
ionosphere - upper mesosphere and the disturbances originating in the stratosphere polar vortex
during winter months.
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5. Conclusions

Based on the ionosphere TEC measurements and on the data of OH rotational temperature at
the mesopause height, we have analyzed jointly the level of short-term variability at mid-latitude,
subauroral, and high-latitude stations for a long time interval. The variability of chosen periods
(up to several hours) is mostly related to IGWs activity in the upper atmosphere. The distributions
of the short-term variability level, both in the ionosphere and at the mesopause height, are shown
to experience similar regular seasonal variations. The variability maximum in the TEC and in the
mesopause temperature is observed during winter months, and is 5- or 6-fold over the variability level
during the summer period. This feature is observed every year for the period considered in this work.
We have shown that the disturbance dynamics has no explicit relation to the levels of geomagnetic and
solar activities.

We have suggested that a source of the recorded variations may be the processes occurring
in the underlying atmospheric layers, specifically, in the high-velocity jet stream forming during
winter months in the subauroral regions. The instabilities, evolving in the jet stream, are an IGW
source. The IGWs propagating upward can cause disturbances of corresponding scales in the
parameters of the upper atmosphere. We have proposed an index to estimate the stratosphere
variability level. The stratosphere disturbance index is shown to experience similar regular seasonal
variations with a maximum during winter months. We have shown a clear correlation between the
mesosphere/ionosphere variability indices values and the stratosphere disturbance index. Furthermore,
the correlation is higher for the mesosphere disturbance as compared with that in the ionosphere,
and the correlation coefficient greatest values were recorded at the high-latitude station located closer
to the region, where the disturbance generation occurs in the jet stream.

The obtained results indicate a strong interrelation between the short-period variability
in the ionosphere, in the upper mesosphere, and in the subauroral stratosphere. Moreover,
our results contribute to elucidating the basic mechanisms for a vertical coupling between different
atmospheric layers.
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