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Abstract On the basis of the principle of energy conservation, this paper reviews the aspects on
energy input and dissipation in the coupling processes of the Solar wind, Magnetosphere and Tono-
sphere (SMI coupling). We focus on the following 9 principle issues: (1) solar wind energy input, (2)
magnetosphere response to solar wind energy injection, (3) ring current dissipation, (4) Joule heating
in the polar ionosphere, (5) auroral particle precipitation, (6) energy dissipation and storage in the
magnetotail, and energy returning from the magnetosphere to solar wind, (7) energy accumulation
and dissipation during quiet periods, (8) energy partitioning in different sinks, (9) the criterions and
methods for assessing energy function.
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Table 1 Statistical Correlations between geomagnetic activity indices and solar wind parameters
fid (R BEERSHARE ) mm sz
(I TE] 23 B2
Snyder % (1963) > Kp (24h) > Kp=(v—330)/8.44
Olbert (1968) S Kp (24h) S Kp=(v—262)/6.3
Ballif 2§ (1969) Kp (3h) Kp=9[1 — exp(—oBtn~03%/7.7)]
Arnoldy (1971) AE (1h) AB = ~0.26( T Bor)  ~091( 5 Bor)
= -033( X Ber) | +0.12P
Bobrov (1973) Kp (3h) Kp= f(v,B.,AB;)
Garrett ¢ (1974) ap, AE (1h) ap, AE x C1 + Cov(Bg) + C3vo
Murayama ¢ (1975) AFE (1h) AE = CBgv?
Burton % (1975) Dst (2.5 min) dDst*/dt = F(E) — aDst*
Crooker % (1977) Ap (24h) Ap=3.5x10"°B,5% - 1.9
2
Svalgaard (1977) am (3h) am = 6.6q(f, a)(%) (%) e m
Maezawa (1979) AL (1h) AL < BO-85¢2:08(sin )0-54
Maezawa (1979) AU (1h) AU o B9-67¢1-15 (5in 9)0-34
Maezawa (1979) am (1h) am oc B1:03¢2-34(5in 9)0-3770-2
Holzer % (1979) AL (1h) rate of erosion dee/dt = 0.2(1.9 x 10'%cm) B, vsyw (km/s)
rate of return de,/dt = 1.8 x 1010 AL (nT)
Murayama (1979) AL (1h) AL = 60(Bs + 0.5)v2 F(X, By )n%-13
Perreault 4§ (1978) e (BB e = vB2Zsin*(9/2)I1?
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Table 2 Coefficients for the correction of solar wind ram pressure

T (A0 b

c LR

Siscoe % (1968) 0.14nT/(eV-cm™3)~1/2

Ogilvie %5 (1968) 1/2
Verzariu ¢ (1972)

Su and Konradi (1975)
Burton % (1975)
Gonzalez % (1989)
O’Brien 4§ (2000)
Turner 2§ (2001)

0.17nT/(eV-cm™3)~
0.35nT/(eV-cm—3)~1/2
0.43nT/(eV-cm—3)~1/2
0.20nT/(eV-cm—3)~1/2
15.8 nT-nPa—1/2

7.26 nT-nPa~1/2

8.74nT-nPa—1/2

leV =1.602 x 10~19J
1nT =10"°T

19nT
20nT
20nT 1nT/(eV-cm™3)1/2 = 79.05 nT-nP~1/2
11nT

11.54nT
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Table 3 Ten models of the ring current decay rate

P (A0 FEIRESE] 7/h RS
Burton %% (1975) 7.7 BM1975
5, Dst = —-20nT
7, Dst = —-30nT
Davis 2§ (1967) 10, Dst= —40nT DP1967
24, Dst = —=50nT
10, Dst < —50nT
Perreault 25 (1978) 20, £ <500GW PA1978
1, € > 500 GW
4, Dst > —50nT
Gonzalez %5 (1989) 0.5, —50> Dst > —120nT GT1989
0.25, Dst < —120nT
4, Dst > —50nT
2, —50 > Dst > —100nT
Gonzalez (1993) 1, —100 > Dst > —200nT G1993
0.5, —200 > Dst > —300nT
0.25, Dst < —300nT
20, &< 100GW
6, 100 < £ < 500 GW
Akasofu (1981) 3, 500 <e<1000GW A1981
1, 1000 < € < 5000 GW
0.3, 5000 < & < 10000 GW
0.2, &> 10000 GW
3.0+ 9.8exp(—F/4.5)F(nT-h~' - mV~!.m) =
Pudovkin %5 (1988) —3.5 4+ 4.3 x 107 3v(km/s)[0.50(nT) PG1988
—B,(nT)]/4.5
O’Brien %% (2000) 2.4exp[9.74/(4.69 + vBs)] (mV/m) OM2000
MacMahon % (2008) (a/Dst)3/2, a = —150 ML2008
Xu % (2010) 1/[0.1 + 3.0 x 10~ 4¢(GW)] XD2010
(ML2008 Dst f8BOHSLR B, AT, BEFIHE, X
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Fig.4 Comparison of few schemes of the ring

current decay time
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#. Tanskanen %5 09 F|f] IMAGE T & &1 5 H
WG ERIEE 1L, R ET IR ST
KA

UPM(GW) = 03IL(nT), MEFH AL ft
B IL, AT IS S 2R IRER U (GW) =
047TAEMT), WHEHAWMIHER 1 FLEG #
F 19962008 4Ef AMIE FEE-INRBER}, 1] LIk
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SLFTHEEEINEA R L, B
Us(GW) = 0.08AEY2%(nT). (6)

A (6) FH, X TIRHESY, AR K b
6 AR TUTFERY BB IR A5FE

BOCR IR B R B S 2, T AR E
WOGHERIREE. BT, AE F AL $5%GE HK
L MR T-UT D RERE. FERERMR G EE,
B 2% IV (8 F B & Akasofu KR U, (GW) =
0.1AE(nT)[1012:37-38] g P sy —¥. J5
RXEZEHA T 2R UMERmeRmA Hb, F
R XA U, = aAE + b, KT E o
# 0.1~0.26 GW/nT, b & 0~136 GW; A K HE I
HAEZR R R

AR, 87 2 B B ARG AR Bt
A AT R S BAR R F UIRE BT FERE.  Ostgaard
& U6 B T 7 WKL 2B Polar TLEK X
LM UV ER SR B2 T — P ERMBER R
# U.(GW) = 44ALY2 (nT) — 7.6. XEgauL (70
FJ 19782006 4 NOAA /POES 254 &1 TLE #H%
JEVIRERLFREEEUE, AR R, EXHE
BXRANXF, TR o < 1 BWE, FERIESNETEE,
JORTFREFEIG R BUE, BT HAIESE. X—F S
FEEINRRI AR, W2 W= (6).

7 WEEREFERYTHAE. BEFF IR (B
iz

RERERERLER T REXT IR [ T A FH XU AR 7 43
Fh, Hop e —ERr @ X, ®&R (BBF), KT
P HTENFTT XA B NHER, FHIHFETERR A
WX BB, XA R E 2T AP BRI
PO FUIRRRIREREZ . B — T RE R IHFE LR
FEhngh b &), &8 - aE R (b8 1) TR
.

RIILASE, 203 H HRE R & M B R4 2
AJEX (1), EEWRE, ML RGHIKFH RIS HH 1 6E
B (B = Bin — Eow), BREZRGATIHFERT . 4
9L, ERRERR LR, MI RAMREIMERERA —
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R HARSLENIHAE, TEtEFTENRR, BV, aFF
A, ZHUERIRERRAL. R, HEA MI RGEHY
REEAE— N, TR—mA= Ml R EEE
¥ U (BRI, BRE (EERHE) 45
(38 B, B RGERSMA L RESE Eow (B 0WE 1),
Hp

Ein = Uy + By + Eous. (7)

X “MI REERERET AFTEFEX L
W R RE T A . 1 LRRER
DrRE R RERBAERE, RS LRI KA L
BB AHRERTHE /5 I AAH S a5 B A RE S 72, ZETH3 MI R
SEREEEWCSOTBIS, HH —E B R RS i S T 32 (B
LA B8, Wb, IOV RER R RE R —
ML B, TRAE T (1)~(3).

R 117 E RAREHREAWIE, (HE, &
SRERA SR EAS B R gD, B0, REEEAERERE
HLZAT R R REEA ZR? AL BAMTHRAE?
REd RRAE H e B & BT /E T X ST
BB BT AL

il B BRI A Y Oy S R TR A, [ 52
3y, RABN TN, TRILENEZR
AT SUR B ABH R, SRR 1 Eoue. X F4
BEGE RS, TEWNWE AR B mE

{ER, HAE B WA S0R 5 T ACRH XUAE
T Eou WAMTFB, ERATIESIN. AL 5T,
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9

H GRS IR 8] T R FH XU BE L2 N MI R ETRE
By 1/3, (B2, IRAREMTRMATHE. 5 Lidw
JEREREITR 4, X2 MI RGERERWCOT A 8
B BT IR Z —.

HET, A8 R AR — M2 2, FRARY
MER B M Eow, THEEB_HZ 2, B B =
Ein — Eous, BUAE MI R GG 21 M RE 1L, SMI AR
BRI AT IS, X — R 2% 5 (2).

8 V- E] Y RE AR AR AL

MPRER ., WX FIF X
TERERXTH. (B A T P R WM A RE B
AR S b, P XU U BRE R B BE B A AR
1bad, AR EmuEBAZH LR T, HIZR <F
PR Rtk FURA RE B R A A SRR R R L.
Hor b, BIETE IMF Rpge b, ae &5y
FENARAE R, IME U 1i 31 6] .25 A i 2 1 I el 2
ERT 7. FRRLRAEK H YR BIRAR, 1% 3518 i T
IR, TSRS A\ R B (E I R B, T
R R A R B/ MERR R ARG, HAU RER
BN B B LA, B — BRI A I SE I
M= AE AT AR 2 A2, BESCTERE AR AN
W, MEBTLATHEL B 5 4l 23 KIHAMRK
4F 2008 4RI =R 2003 4F, SMI FRG LR HRE 5
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(b) active year 200
10 T T T T T
——— F;,
9 U,
—A—b- U,
81 =8-U;
—+—+ U

w

2AY)
-
R

003.11.20 (-42

g

ken 2003.10.30 2300 (-383nT)
RV,

allbween 2003.10.30 0100 (-353nT)

2003.08.18 (-148nT)

2003.07.12 (-105nT)

-—

= T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300
day in 2003

B 5 SMI GEEHE AR RE 5 A\ F1 RE LT AEAY B TH] L)
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Rt R e T RE R A NI T FERY B3R (WL 5b),
B2, et e A Z M A NEREAR ]2
M (HLE 5a).

9 RERTEAF BBy

KFHRBERTE MT Z 40 H AR E BB I H A 20 L
et fE R & B AU & 6 I E K. X,
HIPe MI RS0 =D 8RB (PRI FEE Ik,
MR FUTRE) BREFELL Uy : Uy : U,

Perreault #1 Akasoful'®? FiZ it « %L, 15
FIFF M AERE S —F D MR, WK ¢ B
ARER, VIR, WK ERE R
TS AT 2. Sl XHEBIE R BRI D
5 Akasofu WJZEREAR—3 B U, : Uy : U, =
52.6%:31.6%:15.8%.

BITHIAFETS i, Perreault-Akasofu 84555
&7 U, TRMET U M U,[6:46:51.63),
lez 5 VST I T WML VORL, BEEEINR U
b SAERERT 60%, TE=AReT A A b g Xty 58—
fii. Ostgaard % O 4T 7 MOCLE RS, 15

Gonza-

Chin. J. Space Sci. =RAFF| 2011, 31(1)

B Uy 5 56%. 40275 18 B e i 7E Bk py S iy Je%
REGRT Dst F85HTUER, K EF A RERE A X Ay
Y 4.0 x 10* BN 1/3, BEE U FiFE—FW
/. Knipp % ) % 1993 4 11 H 845 SIAH[F 45
W R, Lu % 20 ST 1997 4E 1 HAGSR, 15
W U; HA 48%. Turner % BU #8T 1995—
2004 FHRIAY 280 MNRER, X 91 4 CIR RS
F| U, : Uy : Uy = 10%: 68%: 22%, % 118 & CME %
2 B U, Uy Uy = 12%: 71%: 17%. {2205
A, AT TR AL R A T A A BF R R
B (o = 6h), ATEAS T 2FEIGIREFE. MacMahon
% B BT 4 MRS (Dst < —240nT) RE
FEOTED, RIERH RS URA Y BER, TEER
I, BE IR BT AEFER —F, ML
IR, FEECINRE IR Y 2 £
ERARRGERSN TR 4, DEHE. hR 4 7T
PIE M, AFERETCFERE AT 2 5 BT K FH X IK 3l 5%
£ (B4 CME, CIR. BE7H45), R T #hk
TG SR EFIG S 28R (NG, W&, miRE
KIFHIELE AR [E3)5%). —Bokii, YHaLE 3hicss
B, RERRALRE, TEFRRBIERXKERR,

& 4 MI RGEPAEREICHEEFESEC
Table 4 Energy partitioning in the energy sinks of the MI system

e (4FA0) Ur/(%)  Us/(%) Ua/(%) Hefth/(%) R
Perreault 2§ (1978) 55 30 15 B BLERME T, U e
Akasofu (1981) 55 30 15 B ERERME T, U R
BOEMMEZR (2010) 526 31.6 15.8 U: W&
Gonzalez % (1989) 17 60 23 Y
Prigankova, il 4 N, AT BEHL 2 T AR $EEUBAL
Feldstein (1992) 30~92 70~8 B TR B, /DR AR, A = —2.7 x 10*
Lu %5 (1998) 30 48 22 1997 4E 1 ARG
Ostgaard 45 (2002) 15 56 29 7R FE AN
(Dst = —48nT, Kp = 4+)
26 44 30 /NEEFR AR U K3
(1) 19952004 F=HA[E] 91 4~ CIR W
(2) 7=6h KK
Turner % (2009) 10 68 99 (3) A TR B b YRR Y. B SRL R R HEL R, ] 54% Dst*
THAPR R RERE, A/D
1 - . (1) 1995—2004 #[E] 118 4~ CME # %%
(2) 3) Al E
Mac-Mahon 2§ (1997) 25~40  16~24  35~60 4 NG RER (Dst < —240nT)
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Uy A TER GRS, BRI RERE &
B, {EJ, PRI RIE B, HARRB AR
5, LR, Uy B g9 HEBIRTRE TR R, T UL 89 Bl m]
REMEK.

10 PEOYRE R & KA vEEN

PR SMI REEHE G R A ZEAHEN 2 e B ~FH
JREE. (R BARIE IR LA, B4 A BFI ]
REA HHEN, KRBCR 4 2% 161272,

(1) BERFRERAEDR (Instant H547, AR [ 4517)

FRIERE BESFIEIR B, - —BRA i) RE B A\ (Y 55
F—E RS s A, XIS T, &%
PTERE LR B &8 F By Tatrs, FIRARRZ R
e

B, N7 R R BRI T X v e i A A% PE.

O A= 0p N = PE N 2 TN L NS W P s
JUAS/INBH R T I, i) B T B - 0 b 2 75 B RS
O, ARXERERR AR 2. RAEAMTE R 208 A /N E R,
W MR SRR WS 1h, SR, SLhRETL
BERGZ. BAER DIAITE, KEREAZHREE
— i L E BRI S AN s B OB X EAE, 1h (e i
SIS TRrE, MAEH FEA. Bz
W KRR AERE B BT AT A HE 5 2SRRI, ‘B
T S5 SRR 8, T AT SFH AR AR 11152
WIEERA BRI BT W IeREAN, s
B [E) B AR 2.

@ g KFHREE B HEATEJZ B 218 )2 TR E e Ak
BRI EEL, A E TR Ir e s iy Seil{E, midefit
R BH XUtk TR AR A EhAS B H s s At T 2
TEIZ IO 7, 2 P R T8 311 2 T ) A5 4 B ]
RERMEAR L, 1% # 2t A2 oK BH RCIR S A s =S B A H
ZWEAT. Petrukovich!™! 88T 1996—1998 4F
HAlE] WIND I INTERBALL T3 B SMI %8}, &5
FAAS A B eI A5 21 i 1 2 TR FH RS B AR ],
H 20% MEN, ZFEMEKRT 15%, X T/NLE, 8
EHZ.

% B BE 48 AR AR )T IZ A Ok R 4 B R I 2
HORE B WA &, IS B R AU G R
F 001220-070 - (HIR B RE A, REE
THFEHARE I IRFRRE BTN TR REF L.
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(2) ARSI REEAEIR (Event $547,
/P E 1547)

R T R R R b /IR J e S 3 AN
FIORFH RAZHE 1 T AL AT R 5, FATAE L
TE—IZI R RE T, T8 5O G2 e . 24
WIS B RE RS AAIEFE, BNV AR, X5k
& CHER (R) H4EREET s, ARGs (I
#) R RMBUNRERBCG TS, Ostgaard % 6:16]
A FieRge T 7 MRSLILR, JEETH T RE AR
ZAMW M. AT G RIE E f855, 1 1998
2003 4= 44 P REREAF, XF 4 IR PR IR IR
BIRLHEAT T BE R I A LRI SR, 48 Bk ie i 5t
AR (72,

(3) KRBT REEEDR (Long interval 15475,

fRifK L H545)

W2 A — /N E L/, G2 FH
AL FrEE I UMELR. B2, REZRE R AEFF Ay A
JUETREE K, I, MI RE5RE BG4 75
B R PIEE. VER B FEER0 B AR, RATATRA
g LR LA EiCE K BB N AR 43 e SR S T4l
B, X2 KPS RER-PARIR”. X5 23 K
JA (1998—2008)11 4K BARE WG A TBUE R 5,
A BTl — 20 T e e A A (72,

(4) BiRAEIR (Prediction 4547, fRIFF P #547)

T BE BERR & BT 55— 2% e An 2 it
WEIE SRR MERR B, WIAR N TARIE S (RIFF P 45
FR) 7247561 33 R 56 T 2 U B K 22 S T S T I
Bk, MARELEN 2R, Newell % 24 4

AR T 20 FIRR G AL (B < BED), MR
B2k 10 4> (5 PMHBEIEEL 5 D HABTEE0), IEHIREL
BEFFRE A d Py /dt FIRHAE TS BB AT

TEPEN B AR (prediction efficiency) B FFEL
FEANER HE LS X #PiiRS. O'Brien % 19 F
AT TR AT T ARG 2, 153 —/ D BR S S
AR 97.2% F 97.7%. EEIRGE, {HI&h T-HimE 2L
HIFFEEYE, BIEMRE Dst TE—/NFA S8 2 A, T
PISE] 95% By BHRSCR. Fr ik, — sy
PN SR IZE TR B (skill score), BEFRRET
158 I BARALELTT AT Dst AL 2 R—E50
T LG R, O’ Brien-McPherron #8 ffiX—
HBARSES A 36.7% 1 31.6%. WHEEUL, A
RAEARES Dst ALY 1/3.
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gE L, gy SMI ST T 5=
Wik, (LR st 2 B A S AR 0 B AR £
1. X BB B RIMEZAE R, RlatfE4s S 2 2tk
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PE (O BB WA T RE) SER
JEE T B ] RUBE Y 22 B NORA] L ) A i 2R B0 A T YR
M BAR A EAESE, (Ha B E R IX, 2 A TLEW
W B AR AR LR HLE B, (B LR X FE R L2
S HLe AL, Cluster, XM, THEMIS 4 LE 4
(77 5 27T LARF T A B0 YL
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