0254-6124/2024/44(6)-1031-16 Chin. J. Space Sci. — EAFF R

JIN Lijun, CHEN Biyan, WANG Xiaoman, WU Dingyi. Global Accuracy Assessment and Analysis of the Ionospheric Model IRI-Plas 2020 and IRI-
2020 Based on GNSS Observations (in Chinese). Chinese Journal of Space Science, 2024, 44(6): 1031-1046. CSTR:32142.14.¢jss.2023-0075.
DO1:10.11728/¢jss2024.06.2023-0075

EF GNSS TEC R EE1RE! IRI-Plas 2020
5 IRI-2020 BI& Tk BEIEfE"

1.2 vy 1 1 . 1
S H A Wb ) Fretg * E—
T(HRIR2ZE I BRBl 2 55 BB KU 410083)
2(db3lEAE B DR A S A E RS IR A TR PO KD 410083)

B SRR S A R o e B )2 GER P T OE T DR T TR SE AL RS, B 2 A
E PR3 % B )2 (International Reference Ionosphere, IRI) ##1fl IRI-Plas (IRI Extended to Plasmasphere) &
RIEAR TR B E SRR Tz M . T RIS SRR 2021 4E4EK 135 4> GNSS 3l (8 BUST LI A, $2E0 T i
H A F & (VIEC) M & 8 F & & (STEC) /& A3 Bk, 3745 T [ fk GIM TEC %44 1 IRI-Plas
2020 A FR[FEEAMIE TEC #Y IRI-Plas 2020 7 F1 TRI-2020 R, 215 R [R5 GNSS WG 22 8] 4% i
Z 5T AT S8, it TR E 2B . B S 2 R AU, BR9T T PRI ZE R [RI g 15 00
HRE R, G5 IR R, PRI, REAR A7 b 2 9 i 2 )2 AR, Horh Wl 4k GIM TEC 9 IRI-Plas BERUMERE B ey,
H TR AL T B A PR, 330 IR BEAUE AR, AR RALAME TEC 19 IRI-Plas FAME (=5 [RIE, PR A
FTRZE DRI 2 B AR Ak, 30 5 26 B A T T g, X SR AEIA w231 ka3,

KEEIR] R, SN UERS, HUE AR TR, TRI-Plas 2020 A, TRI-2020 A5

FESES P52

Global Accuracy Assessment and Analysis of
the Ionospheric Model IRI-Plas 2020 and IRI-2020
Based on GNSS Observations

JIN Lijun'”  CHEN Biyan' WANG Xiaoman' WU Dingyi'

1(School of Geosciences and Info-physics, Central South University, Changsha 410083)

2(Hunan Engineering Research Center, BDS High Precision Satellite Navigation and Location Based Service, Changsha 410083)

Abstract The ionosphere plays a crucial role in aerospace, communication and navigation positioning,

* EEK AP P H (42274042), EEK AARIESEETIH (42388102), MIRA LA HFFILEIH (20231J20060),
HIEE ARRLEIE A I H (2022JJ30697), #iFg4 ARSI TRHEIE (20230167CH) FiliE 44 B + B AR
JTHH (HNGTCH-2023-05) H:[R%

2023-07-24 W B 545, 2024-01-24 W BB E

©The Author(s) 2024. This is an open access article under the CC-BY 4.0 License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/)


32142.14.cjss.2023-0075
32142.14.cjss.2023-0075
https://doi.org/10.11728/cjss2024.06.2023-0075
https://doi.org/10.11728/cjss2024.06.2023-0075
https://doi.org/10.11728/cjss2024.06.2023-0075

1032 Chin. J. Space Sci.

= A AR

and empirical ionospheric models such as the IRI (International Reference Ionosphere) model and IRI-
Plas (International Reference Ionosphere Extended to Plasmasphere) model are widely used in estimat-
ing ionospheric parameters. Due to the uneven distribution and missing stations in certain regions of
GNSS (Global Navigation Satellite System) stations, empirical ionospheric models are often employed in
ionospheric research to address data scarcity. Evaluating the latest versions of the IRI-Plas model and
the IRI model will assist in understanding the ionospheric response and model performance under differ-
ent environments, enabling better refinement of existing models. Based on the dual-frequency observa-
tions of 135 GNSS stations worldwide, the Vertical Total Electron Content (VITEC) and Slant Total
Electron Content (STEC) are extracted in this study to evaluate the IRI-Plas 2020 model with GIM
TEC input, the IRI-Plas 2020 model without external TEC input, and the IRI-2020 model. The differ-
ences between different ionospheric models and GNSS observations are presented and analyzed in detail,
including patterns of ionospheric latitude variation, daily variation and seasonal variation and the accu-
racy of models under different geomagnetic conditions. The results show that all models can represent
the ionospheric characteristics very well, among which the IRI-Plas model value with GIM TEC input
has the highest accuracy, while the IRI-Plas model value without external TEC input is high due to the
limitation of the model calculation altitude range. Also, the errors of all models exhibit latitudinal varia-

2024, 44(6)

tions, usually decreasing with the increase of latitude, and these variations also show seasonal trends.

Key words
Content (STEC), IRI-Plas 2020, IRI-2020

0 5%

L B RS R R M Ry 2 —, HARRLA:
PERY S AL 2 B LGE AR W TR 58 7 R EAE ]
Bl T (Total Electron Content, TEC) &
R ZEENEMNEESE, FHILHE &2
TEC MR BOL LT Z. 1E 2T GNSS (Global
Navigation Satellite System) H.A7 = ] S | £ i
PNy VAN P N 73 1S VR U = 11 22
GNSS WU B AR RS- D BB (E 42 5 TEC 52 5]
Pz R, BRT il iE GNSS WIME AR TEC, i
PLid i 22 30 B A 1T 515 2 TEC. [HFRZ % )=
(International Reference Ionosphere, IRI) 52—~ Hi
75 [ WF 9% 2% 51 &5 (Committee on Space Research,
COSPAR) F1 [ Fr JC £k #3, Bl 2 Bk % (International
Union of Radio Science, URSI) %% Bjj ¥ [ b 1 H B
1T B 3% 60~ 2000 km HL B2 B T Y
IRI B, HAYE A A6 &R RA IRI-2020 #2288 (LLIF
A FR TRT RO TR 750 7 78 25 f) i 38 3 B 62
T HEE AR, X RE T IRIBRPEAL TR T H
{55 ¥L (Line of Sight, LOS) -4 i1 ifi i BE
RE W1 Gulyeava HBAFI 1 HH ) IONOLAB S5

Ionosphere, Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS), Slant Total Electron

% #& 11 T IRI-Plas (International Reference Iono-
sphere Extended to Plasmasphere) 5 %! [7‘8], ¥ IRI
AT R2GEFERZ, B EEHER R
20200 km, B T3R8 & . IRI-Plas BRI AL T 4
A foFy, hyFy Fl TEC B35 Adebiyi 2 i@ 1 52
55 % B GPS-TEC [k B AL v ] LG 3 e Y
HI L 2 2R 2. X, TRI-Plas #8584 0] )i it [7] 4k 41
H TEC A7 B AL e 1) it B )2 5. B Tk
7t IRI-Plas B iy A GPS TEC, GIM TEC 7]
DIVE KA TEC ek A BIBRL A4 AR RS
HF GNSS EA S A A5 L 853 DSl s
BRICAE IR, 75 L B R MO R h &R L B R 4
IR AR ST AN I . RS 1) P S 2 R B AR T D
R B2 RS Y SR T e R ek
1E, 7R H] 20000 km = 19 IRI-Plas B8 0] LR AIK
DRSS R B ZUGE. AT T R
ZRIRSTRI RGBSR SR T R T 2
P PEAL. B HS GNSS WU {E BEf T He A, 155 —2t
FHEMLEE. AUEAE GNSS B0 A L Bl 2
AR A B 5 (%) Y A i AR 5 DX A 7 FL 8 2 R B AR AR
IPEAL 55 0 8. e BEUA 03 RN 2 0 A S s Tl ) 4, & B
A1 T IRI-2012 BRI B +580 5 FE YRR, IRT ACAY T



A E 5 AT GNSS TEC #9w 8 E4£ A TRI-Plas 2020 &5 IRI-2020 # A 2k4% 7% 4% 1033

P45 IRI-Plas 2015 B3 45 50N, 5 e 2
JEE VO RN 245 AR AL R AT 4 43, A R4S TRI-2016 F5
RUAEHELE 2y R (AR IR X 35 TRI-2016
() FEIE T IRL-Plas 20170 32 H8 A BHIE SH% o
EAEFEAT R, X 2014— 2020 4EHEAT T KA ERY H
¥ VTEC 254k 07, I EA LR E) TEC 15
{E Eb GNSS TEC #Bfi =, HH IRI-Plas 2017 £AI7E
AR BEE SRR I 22, B T X AR RS X
SRABTSY, Atici™ of b A R A R L X T R T
WF5E, AR AE F 46 B2 i IX IRI-2016 #5581 IRI-Plas
2017 FE R £ A7 T4, J0HAE K PH TR 2 3R 9 4y
IRI-Plas 2017 AN HEAEARH #2308 GPS WLl s i1
K TEC A, (A2, BA W Z 2R X IR E L
H XA I A T PEA, 0T ARk RS B K Bl AT
FEARDUE Fe. oAb, BRERFERAINT B 2 H AR 5 2=
AR I FRBUAN, A7 5T R PHTE s % H 5 2 1) 5%
e, Xk K BH i 20 i AIRAT A B R R BT T P4, 2208
T HL B RN MRS Sh R . S A, R RBIEE R
BRI A S H00— 2k, YR M IRI-Plas #7 rh H
P A TEC By I 6E, % 2 5 7T DA #l K42 & IRI-
Plas & B0ORE B R BRI T34 — @ % Lk T
IRI-Plas f % (1% 2% . Arikan 2" 41 % IRI-Plas 1%
Rl A SN TEC iX — DI g #4752 5%, ¥PA6 T IRL-
Plas 2012 #AI7EA JC GIM TEC i AT I A HL S
JEB RO E 25, 5 1 IRI-Plas 2012 1 8 78 5 A
GIM TEC J5#5 B R R4 = 4.

AR S 3 bR 4 R R PN A ) 26 3 b DX 1) B
JZ TEC HAREUL K ZE A8k, DA N4 iy . K
FUBE AL AR PEAS TR AR AU AN IRI-Plas 8 7E =4 26
JEEDUAS 2T ARG 7E T 22400 IRT SRR IRT-
Plas BER (3R T, REA I T IR S5 R, dE
AF AR B B 2R A 5058 STEC Al VIEC K EEXT H
2538, i IRI BRI TRI-Plas FiRI/E 4 BRAN [F) 4 i
IR [RIHbRE 4614 F 9 TEC H A8k fnZE45 754k, 47 B
THAMGE BB E LA TEC fImzs 284k, 4 5
2B G AT R RS X BT RS 1) TRI-Plas £ 54 Fl
IRT BERSHEATIEAL , W HESh i 2 R A iR bt & 5
St LB SRS RURS A RN W v R R s S
SENDREIE | RS DR i B R IR A L2 S

* https://cddis.nasa.gov/

4 R B R BT SRR AE
1 Byt S B s SRR PP vk

1.1 HIER

K H BB A GNSS SU W ¥ i, GIM
K5 W ECHE , P R i) LR R 2 B AR AL FE TRI 2020 A
A (LA AR IRI A7) A1 IRI-Plas 2020 #i5 (LLIF
fiiFK IRI-Plas #A)), HimEE e 46 Ap $54k. Kp ¥
RN Dst F85X.
1.2 GNSS XMSHMmE3E

GN'SS USRI H5 4 2 22 FH T BRI 0 3 37
B ST A B (VIEC) B AL 7 & &
(STEC), I HAE NS5 (5K 5 B FFAh 521> FE S
JE AR FRE BE . VTEC Ml STEC 2 1Ak HiER
BB AR Y RAFFE AR, T2 T RSO AE R
HCIE | T R A A S SRR G

¥ STEC Fl VTEC HIWERFFE XA B+ 772
R bR, FHLABIEZE RS BT AIF 5T DX 355 P Fi 25 2 A A
24 A GNSS % i E 1 kb B GNSS
XSUAT RS A v AR IO AR} A% B B AR 00 B
(STEC), Jf-i 1 i 25 J2 35 52 R SI0Ks 280 45 (IPP) {7
B STEC ¥4 ly VIEC, %5 3B TEC K5
iK% 0.1 TECU, & GAF A i B S B RITAL (8 BE A
YT GINSS WU VLI B SR FH A WSO 37 B2 A
2 (RINEX), SREERIBE A 30 s, AT ) CDDIS [ 4k
B IGS(HEPraEk S0 D2 R GRS F T8 AU
B H IBUH, T PN A I A T RN AL 2 404 A g 22
KZIE. STEC 5 VTEC %t th GAMP #iof ) 345
PR AR T RTKLIB #E17 7 407 & N,
T 2 B R Z AR 35 1 AL GNSS 208, AT IR
PR 2244 A B PAT 2 40 2 R 5t GNSS K %
HENL (Precise Point Positioning, PPP).
1.3 ZIniREVEE

PR B R 4 00 A AU R IRI LAY | IRI-
Plas #i8UF GIM #5%, GIM #iAI7E IRI-Plas £ 7]
RN TEC Hdi (o A% b gl o . 38 5 FH i 25 )%
BRA N ARE A [RRR [B) 2542 A e 7 i 315
A5 H 0 H B B T L RN AT A 2R B AR (1Y)
FE.


https://cddis.nasa.gov/

1034

AT iHE STEC Al VIEC, 75 % i) IRI A& AU Al
IRI-Plas f AUy AR 25 B2 | 28 B il i 2 YU Rl 45 2
#1. IRI-Plas 54 F JRIE(ERAL H] CCIR A7, A
it foFe WERERHY ) FE3HE Rk GIM TEC 1Y IRI-
Plas 58045 H (B I, 3£ 88 H P4 A TEC 350, 4%
N7 2 ] A5 47 B 1 GIM TEC iy AR b gk 4738
7 IRI BRI TR B ] NeQuick 2630, JiGHE
FEAH A ABT-2009 210, KU BRIA K G L0
1.4 HhEZEHE

R TR B S R SRS sh 2 A R
T =AMBEE B8 Ap 6802 2k 4 H HhRk
Peshnm B (e 5k, FRoMAT TR SEAL H IR ; Kp 15502
FHRAE AR B 3 h N Y b RE R 20 o BE 0 48 4, FR oA
3 h B REAE TR Dst 18 KU AE IR ZS B A o
o FH %) b R 4 B, DA B 000 b e 7K - 3 i ) iR A
. b % T HEORE S B 357 H [ B b 1 4 BUIR 55 TP
(International Service of Geomagnetic Indices, IS-
GI) 4244t
1.5 HERNBESITEEAZ

BT BB, U GNSS WU (1 42 B
S TEC, /4 B2 TEC 4iJE 48 fk . H AR b fnZs
AR, BFFE PR R B SR AR AN [R) M R 1 T
MR, NPT B2 - m s oL, H IR A4
30°, 60°F1 90%Ks 4= BRI 43 AR b, E i XL HRSY
ZE AR, BEICT 4 DS (B HE L B
I3 A Z)AREMBI ST, T M AT
IR & A B0 i S N A SR T
2021 AR LTS AR

¥ GNSS 2 TEC 1E A IS FRfE(E, #4531 5%
I ZF i 5 A7 B A IRI-Plas, IRI A Y 9E 47 H %5
TEC (18 B 75 il 80~20200 km, Hii IRI-Plas £
R AR TS FIRZMEE, 80~
20200 km, IRT B A 1H53 m B2 100~2000 km.
TG b FE A b P RS R A B, A T AR A
1) TEC 26 B2l . H AR AE A 215 A8 AE. KGR
VA S HUR 2% Thiass PIE Tean YT RIRE Trus
THET:

Tbias = z-;nodel - Tobm (1)

* https://isgi.unistra.fr /isgi_refservice.php

Chin. J. Space Sci. =AFFFIR 2024, 44(6)

Tw=>-" T, (2

n

Z” 2
i1 (Cz—lnodel,i - Tobs,i)
_ i=

TRMS - n .

(3)

Hrp, Thoqe HHEZEAVE NH) TECH, T Ml
it GNSS XU Eicis 42 ) TEC {A.

LS SR R S R R, W2 H A B R - AR
(728 [ RSP (UNREZR ) 52w fE bR 2 (0],
BERELAKEESRS, SRR EZER, BEERE
SINHLZS AT . G A 4 A 4t g .
wh AR, R A N R AEEh. T
I SEAN ) i 355 20 1Y) P 25 22 H AR ARRRAE, [T ESFSPA 45
BERULEAS [ ML 05 B 25400 RS RURS B, foff FH MR 4
B Kp, Ap Ml Dst X} 24508702 LUK B EAL
TR

2 HL RN R DAL

FL 2 ELAG 10 3 Y 5 T A R R e ) 722 Ak
(R, HOE AR L5 M | 27 . Mk K BH
TG S R RE TR Sl G, 25 R 3 i B J2 A 23 [|) L3R5
SIATRIREYE, AT P4l R R A AR A E kA
DI T SAE B, LA 5/ B R Ry B o TR I T 42
Bk 135 4~ GNSS Wi, &l 1 frs.

2.1 HBEERETUHES T

S VEA S SRR () 2 MR BN H AR R IR,
AT 2021 4E53 2 i 98 E, 75 IRI-Plas 1557
A IRI BRI STEC {H5 GNSS WL {F 78 4Bk
GNSS 3 a5 B 25 Fny i 2z, & 2 WoR T4
BRAFA T8 E 1Y 135 4~ GNSS ¥l 5 STEC {8 14 22 Fl
PIor iR 221H. & 2(a) 4 IRI-Plas 7 5 GNSS W
DME = a1 22 5 38 AR R 2EE, L IRI-Plas Fi%Y
Y T[4k GIM TEC; & 2(b) 4 IRI-Plas f& %1 5
GNSS WLIMAE = [8] (4 s 25 5 34 7 R 2208, Hor IRI-
Plas BEAIBEEE T A RALSNT TEC; Bl 2(c) i IRI AL
KI5 GNSS WA 2 6] 14 2 5 2417 IR IR 2.

A 22 1 E 7 AR R 25 1) R /NAT LA ) IRI-
Plas B ) STEC {Hl % . GNSS MIM{E K, TRI A
B STEC {E 5 GNSS WL I {8 114 1F fw 2= b IRI-


https://isgi.unistra.fr/isgi_refservice.php

AHE % KT GNSS TEC #9 % & Z44 TRI-Plas 2020 5 TRI-2020 # 4A~H 45 JE 3F4F

1035

FHE S GS(2016)1665%5
Kl 1
Fig. 1

IRI-plas with GIM input (a)

90°N

135 > GNSS 3 g i s B B 504
Geographic distribution of the 135 selected GNSS stations

IRI-plas without GIM input (b)

o -~

60°Nf

30°N
00

30°S

60°S

90°S
180° 120°W 60°W 0° 60°E  120°E  180° 180° 120°W 60°W 0° 60°E  120°E  180°
IRI c
90°N ©
= RMSE / TE
60°N ! Sj cu - =
o) @) O (B @)
30°N 5 10 15 20 25
00
30°S
Bias / TECU
60°S
-5 0 5 10 15 20

90°S

180° 120°W  60°W 0° 60°E  120°E  180°

E 2
Fig. 2

SERIRZESM . ARIRITE 135 4~ GNSS 351 STEC w2 (I fEie) F¥iriiss (AR &

Global error distribution. Bias (indicated by the color of the circle) and root mean square error (indicated

by the size of the circle) values of zenith hydrostatic delay at the 135 GNSS stations for the different models

Plas 18I i 1F fw 22 /)N, H#i A GIM TEC J5 19 IRI-
Plas 155 7 {5 1) 15 25 B2/ F IR B R A S A SR
TEC (1) IRI-Plas £ 8Y. $ Jr A 4 5 19 135 /> il 42 f
AR5y, AT AR B, ARG R HLIX (R4 30°LAIY)
GNSS i 9 15 25 F Y Ty AR 22 (B 34 K T rp 25 B i IX
(FAdb 4 30°—60°) Fl 26 B ML IX. (Rt 4k 60°LA I).

MBS 2 R E R AR P AR O I 20009 Y5 BN
P 2 rp R A B DX S ARG A T BT e 95 G
U E TR BN N I N | A RS s AL PRI T =y
K. F 1T A FEER A ER (i 22 FIA 5 ARR 22 Al e
{EAME, 7T LIE H AL GIM TEC /Y IRI-Plas 1541
e 25 A A A3 AH 3T R TR 4k A1 3 TEC /Y IRI-



1036

Plas AR BRREAR, FALEEASCR BT 5222 910
5 IRIBERIAR T, (A (A5 /), A4k GIM TEC 1)
IRI-Plas A1 I 4 TR BERIR 22 E /N, 7k
ZEROR, BT RIR 25 m K, SRR BT K W4k Ah
# TEC #Y IRI-Plas IR 2 H 0k, R 2E.

B3 HE 447 0 45 T 2021 4F K [6) #5580 55
GNSS TEC 2{Hr % H¥{H (ASTEC, AVTEQ). #x
e 22 R X O AR R 22, 15 A IR 4508 . oK IRl 4k Ah &
TEC Y IRI-Plas &8 = fti i1 T STEC {H, R 2% &
K [ 4k GIM TEC i IRI-Plas # %4 STEC {f 5
GNSS STEC i — St ey, 1222 /. £ B
) VITEC 58, K[EfLIME TEC 1Y IRI-Plas £
IR K, ZE R KA E] 17 TECU; IRI BRI Zh
w2z, HbrifE2E SR EE L IRI-Plas £
AR, LAk, IRI-Plas BRI 22 R E GIM 2R

Chin. J. Space Sci. =AFFFIR 2024, 44(6)

S —2E, GIM VTEC 5 GNSS VTEC %221
A TRI-Plas BB B0 [RIRE a3, e R i [R] 4k
AN TEC B IRI-Plas A5 50K B8 2 51| [a) Ak 5 PG

JE£ B 5.
2.2 HEEREBZTT T
FL 8 2 LA B B A A S A ke

TANFZETT H J5 J5 AN K045 F4 H 3006 {1 1) b 5 B A
XS EREHEESHNMETE LR, BL&FHHY.
Ren 254 Ay v 8922 10 25 5 45 A 2 o 0 O 700 B 422 138
(AR AL 21 AU 22 1 AR A0 S 30, T 3 ) T ek
AR TR PR TR . K 5 K 6T
IRI-Plas 571 | IR LA F1 GNSS M 7F 43 2 15 1)
STEC 1 VTEC Z&fk. 3 2 45 H T RRIF AL S GNSS
SR T O 2 %) e K AR B/ IMELFISAE. T RLVA i, A
7] 25 B Y5 B N 9 STEC FIl VTEC Y H SF- 278 fk a3

x1 AFAEBEZLEHEES GNSS W EREMHFRIREST
Table 1  Statistical results of the differences between ionospheric empirical models derived
from GNSS observations and calculated at 135 GNSS Sites
" Bias/TECU RMSE/TECU
*Eﬂ = = =] =
¥ FOR{H f/ME ¥fH KA F/ME

IRI-Plas' 1.46 4.11 -0.88 10.22 14.74 7.30
IRI-Plas® 7.30 16.00 2.16 14.94 24.88 9.95

IRI 0.05 5.50 —4.82 11.96 18.39 8.33

B LARIFERFEGIM TEC, LAtr2don Ak RLINETEC.

+ IRI-Plas with GIM input-GNSS - IRI-Plas with no GIM input-GNSS - IRI-2020-GNSS

=) 30 T T T T T T T T T T T T
g 20
= s B s Dy LPY i s
o 10 - .,"..'_‘-.'.A ittt . A «, T - Pl L :
E Ok \ﬁ'm/-w* -quuw's -\-M-'W\ PR s 2w ./v""“' AP Sl )
2 T : : er Swr s Ak
< 710 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L)

20 )
=}
o 15+ ~ o
0 o
=
a
H
w
)
&
0
F

. P . N T e s‘\\‘r
~ 51:' RS .h-’-\'-v'a»»“-rz*,' v'-;'"" ""“*‘-f “3‘-’*"” "\‘*/"'"' i e
0 LIRA] 1 1 1 1

1 21 41 61 81 101 121 141 16l 18

1 201 221 241 261 281 301 321 341 361

Day of Year (DOY)

Kl 3
Fig. 3

AR 2021 4F H I STEC 222
Daily average STEC error of different ionospheric models in 2021



2H#E F: AT GNSS TEC #9& & ZAEA IRI-Plas 2020 5 TRI-2020 #4345 &

Fig. 5

STEC/ TECU STEC/ TECU STEC / TECU

STEC / TECU

+ IRI-Plas with GIM input-GNSS

Jikera

- IRI-Plas with no GIM input-GNSS

20 - IRI-2020-GNSS + GIM-GNSS
D T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T . T (a)l
8 3 % oA oSk
= 10F . e ST . R LA
N 7 “'o*« eI ""’-.*-’--’o-w\ - = ~~ S S o 4
N 2
<
=]
Q
s
H
a
=
wn
=]
O
s
H
:
- 1
01 21 41 61 81 101 121 141 161 181 201 221 241 261 281 301 321 341 361
Day of Year (DOY)
K4 KRR 2021 4F H ¥ VTEC %22
Fig. 4 Daily average VTEC error of different ionospheric models in 2021
GNSS IRI-Plas with GIM input IRI-Plas with no GIM input 1R1-2020
20 Mar. equinox Highlat. Midlat. Lowlat.
60
40
ZOM A
0 J Isti |
. t:
g0 Jun. solstice
60
40
20 s tEEEEaye E‘m
%0 Sept. equinox
60
40
20% Pam
20 Dec. solstice
60
40
“ m
0
00:00 12:00 24:00 00:00 12:00 24:00 00:00 12:00 24:00
Local Time (LT) Local Time (LT) Local Time (LT)
K5  GNSS MZRARAEARLERE ERZETE H P2 STEC 221K

Seasonal daily average STEC changes of the GNSS and empirical models at different latitudes

(a)

(b)

(©

(d)

1037



1038

40

VTEC/TECU

0
60

40

20

VTEC /TECU

60

40

VTEC/TECU

0
60

40

VTEC / TECU

—— GNSS
IRI-2020

GIM
Highlat.

IRI-Plas with GIM input

Chin. J. Space Sci.

~—— [RI-Plas with no GIM input

Midlat.

Lowlat.

0 Mar. equinox

Jun. solstice

Ty Ay

N

Sept. equinox

MA

Dec. solstice

e S o)

o/

00:00 12:00
Local Time (LT)

K16  GNSS FZIBAITERIF LR A2 11k H Y VTEC 24k
Fig. 6 Seasonal daily average VITEC changes of the GNSS and empirical models at different latitudes

24:00 00:00

12:00
Local Time (LT)

24:00 00:00

%2 ARE#HBS GNSS WNERESIT

wEAF SRR 2024, 44(6)

(a)

(b)

(©

(@)

12:00 24:00
Local Time (LT)

Table 2  Statistical values of the differences in TEC of different ionospheric models
ATEC e, _ STEC/TECU VTEC/TECU

HRAE R/ MAE ¥ BRME I/ ME ¥ifE
IRI-Plas'—GNSS Hor 18.59 ~5.47 1.10 12.08 -3.21 1.25
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w5y 12.74 -6.34 1.19 10.10 -3.86 1.29
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w5y 52.64 ~10.05 6.94 35.16 -5.72 5.02
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IRI—GNSS By 26.62 -19.54 -2.12 17.38 -11.37 -1.38
Y 23.81 ~26.98 -2.22 15.69 ~16.72 ~1.45
Fkar 27.35 ~23.24 -1.33 18.58 ~14.51 -0.88
K 19.14 -30.69 ~1.69 13.31 ~20.05 ~1.11
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Table 3 Statistical results of the differences between ionospheric empirical models derived from GNSS
observations and calculated under different geomagnetic condition
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IRI 6.95 -5.09 0.05 20.08 7.63 12.36
¥ EMIFIRFELGIM TEC, Ef23RnRFEIMNETEC.
00°N IRI-Plas with GIM input (a) IRI-Plas without GIM input (b)
aas &
@g\:?
= - ©
60°N ér\ 0 gt
30°N o
0° :
3008 ¥
60°S
90°S
180° 120°W 60°W 0° 60°E  120°E 180° 180° 120°W 60°W 0° 60°E  120°E 180°
IRI c
90°N ©)
.t’ i RMSE / TECU
mﬁj j K d H /
60°NI P o] o O O ) ()
5 10 15 20 25
30°N ‘?
00
) Bias / TECU
30°s |
60°S Ls | S
M 20 -15 <10 -5 0 5 10 1 20
90°S
180° 120°W 60°W 0° 60°E  120°E 180°
K15 fh# H sk 22 oA . B B Fs i 2208, B R/ N Ros ¥ iR 221
Fig. 15 Global error distribution map on geomagnetic storm day. Bias is indicated by the color of the circle

and root mean square error is indicated by the size of the circle
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