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Abstract. The decade-scale evolution profile of short-burst pulses, observed previously in 4U 0142+61, emerges from
mean spectra of mission-integrated Galileo—Cassini—Juno 1996-2020 annual orbiting samplings of Jupiter S8nT
global magnetic field. The profile is obtained by temporally mapping hyperlow-frequency (<1uHz) dynamics of the
magnetospheric signature of solar wind’s Rieger-resonance perturbations in ~0.2-2 zeV, here used as a proxy of
magnetoactivity. The 1-6 month (385.8-64.3 nHz) mechanical resonance of solar wind is impressed onto the Jovian
magnetosphere entirely and encompassed the Rieger period Prg = 154 days and first six harmonics: 5/6 Prg, 2/3 Prg,
1/2 Prg, 1/3 Prg, 1/4 Prg, 1/5 Prgy. Statistical fidelity of spectral peaks stayed well within a very high (®>>12) range,
107-10°, reflecting the imprint’s completeness and incessantness. The magnetoactivity upsurge from the means that
reach a high ~20% field variance began reformatting the signature around 1999, gradually transforming it into an
anomalous state by 2002, also indicated from the anisotropic splitting of spectral peaks. In contrast, a comparison
against 2005-2016 Cassini global samplings of Saturn revealed a calm Saturnian magnetoactivity, at a low £1% field
variance except for every ~7.3 yr when it is 5% due to orbital-tidal forcing. Because the change in annual
magnetoactivity is becoming more sinusoidal with time, resembling a magnetar bursts evolution profile, the Jupiter
upsurge is the greatest possible. This conclusive confirmation of the ongoing Jupiter upsurge and its pulsar-type
supports my earlier proposal that an increasing Jovian magnetoactivity facilitates seismicity on magnetically exposed
Mars via magnetotail reconnecting. A global pulsation profile of magnetar type in a planet demands beacon orbiter
missions to monitor Jupiter magnetoactivity permanently for deciphering the disruption capacity of possible Jovian
magnetodipole-discharge jets to electrical grids and communication systems.

Jupiter magnetosphere; Saturn magnetosphere; solar wind; Rieger resonance; Jovian pulsar bursts; seismogenesis.

1. Introduction

It has been recently shown with 99% confidence that presently, in the absence of an inherent magnetic field
and plate tectonics, seismicity on Mars gets generated externally by the unstable Rieger resonant process
in the solar wind, as facilitated by Jupiter magnetotail reconnecting (Omerbashich, 2021b). The process is
characterized by the Prg = 154-day Rieger period (Rieger et al., 1984) and its 5/6 Prg, 2/3 Prg, 1/2 Prg, 1/3
Prg, etc. harmonics, i.e., ~128, ~102, ~78, ~51-day, etc. periods, called Rieger-type periodicities (Dimitro-
poulou et al., 2008). A damped, periodically forced nonlinear oscillator, which exhibits both periodic and
chaotic behavior, successfully simulates the Rieger process (Bai and Cliver, 1990). The process has been
reported previously in the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) (Cane et al., 1998) and most heliophysics
data types: solar flares, photospheric magnetic flux, group sunspot numbers, proton speed, etc.

To examine the criticality of the Rieger process for planetary dynamics and seismicity, I use all
available data from Space missions that flew by Jupiter for at least six months. Then, in an integrative study,
I temporally map the annual effect of the Jovian magnetosphere on the surrounding solar wind represented
by its inherent Rieger resonant process, here used a proxy of planetary magnetoactivity. To measure the
change of magnetic activity, I employ a method for measuring field dynamics by Omerbashich (2003, 2007,
2009). In that method, unlike classical approaches where ratios of Fourier spectral amplitudes of some
dynamic are compared in between to learn about relative field activity, the average variance-spectral
magnitude over the entire band of interest is, thanks primarily to linear background representation of
spectral noise, taken to represent field dynamics during the epoch of data analyzed. In the present study,
one Earth year is the epoch of choice.

2. Data and methodology

To temporally map hyperlow-frequency (<1pHz) dynamics in the solar wind near Jupiter, I spectrally ana-
lyze magnetometer recordings collected between 1996-2020 in the Jupiter and, for a check, Saturn vicinity,
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in the 1-6-month band of the overall most energetic dynamics (interplanetary dynamics as normalized to
the Earth case). Since the Sun-outward direction is critical to mapping dynamics of any solar system-wide
process correctly, the Sun RTN (Radial-Tangential-Normal) is the optimal Space coordinate frame for the
present study. The RTN coordinate system, also called Spacecraft-Solar equatorial (SE) system, consists of
the Normal component roughly normal to the solar equatorial plane, the Tangential component parallel to
the solar equatorial plane, the Radial component that points in the Sun-spacecraft direction outwards from
the Sun, and the Total (average) field obtained from the field components in the usual way. This choice
preserves the relative orientation of the magnetopause—wind collision interface to always point towards the
Sun. In that context, the Rieger mechanical resonant process in the interplanetary magnetic field is under-
stood for simplicity as the solar wind’s particles blanketing and flapping resonantly about the ecliptic. Gali-
leo data included full-year magnetometer readings of Jupiter from 1996-2002 inclusively, Juno data inclu-
ded full-year data for Jupiter from 2017-2020 inclusively, while full-year Cassini measurements spanned
2005-2016 inclusively for Saturn and the 1 September 2000-31 April 2001 comprising the October 2000-
March 2001 Jupiter flyby.

The Cassini data used were the updated and calibrated 1-minute averages v2.0 of Cassini mag-
netometer recordings spanning 2000.01.20:18:28:30-2017.09.12:15:14:31, where the part preceding
2001.01.01 used an older calibration (Dougherty et al., 2006). The Galileo and Juno data were provided to
me concatenated and rotated to RTN (Sun) coordinate frame (see Acknowledgments). To expedite the
computation, and since it is the band of highest planetary energies that are examined here, I take 100-minute
averages of magnetometer readings to represent the field realistically.

For simplicity, I assume that Jupiter magnetosphere acted alone on the nearby solar wind that, in
turn, is the sole and constant dynamic impressed onto the magnetosphere. At the same time, and owing to
Jupiter lacking significant density variations akin to rocky planets, yearlong data sampling makes the varia-
tion in spacecraft distance to observed field features like central plasma sheet irrelevant. Moreover, effects
from all magnetospheric components cancel out under planetary rotation, especially in the context of the
highest interplanetary energies (~0.2—2 zeV), making the sampled magnetoactivity variation virtually ra-
dial. This scenario is also the optimal way to properly account for variability features in Jupiter’s predomi-
nantly radial field; see Moore et al. (2018). Besides, I remove maneuvers and flybys of other celestial bo-
dies from the data to constrain the maximum field strengths used to the ~4 to ~8 nT interval as the Jupiter
natural range of highest field strengths; see, e.g., Yao et al. (2021).

The magnetometer data show occasional inexplicable swellings (Steven Joy, personal communica-
tion, 2021; ref. Acknowledgments) that exceed the declared data precision in the product-delivered values
of total magnetic field values, as obtained from theoretical vs. complete observed component values. I con-
firmed the same on random samples supplied to me (see Acknowledgments) for 2009, 2011, and 2014.
Therefore, to retain strictness and uniformity in an analysis that relies on mission integration, I use common-
ly used theoretical (average) total magnetic field values obtained from the product field components throu-
ghout and for all missions.

Spectra were computed in var% and dB against linear background noise levels using the rigorous
Gauss—Vanicek method of spectral analysis (GVSA) by Vanicek (1969, 1971), which comes integrated
with statistical analysis in a scientific software package LSSA that provides periodicity estimates in the stri-
ctly least-squares sense, unlike the more popular Lomb-Scargle variation. Using GVSA has many benefits,
including benefits over Fourier methods (Omerbashich, 2021a, 2007, 2006; Press et al., 2007; Pagiatakis,
1999; Wells et al., 1985; Taylor, 1972). By discarding variations that maneuver and flyby events left in the
record, I also take advantage of the blindness to data gaps as a feature exclusive to the least-squares class
of spectral analysis techniques.

3. Results

That Jupiter magnetosphere was in the above way indeed sampled largely radially, and data treatment and
processing approach were correct, can be seen from Fig. 1a (radial field component) v. Fig. 1d-e (total-
field) that yielded practically the same result. The same follows from the statistical fidelity that stayed well
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within a very high (®>>12, as indicative of a physical process) range, of 10’—10° going from lowest- to
shortest-frequency spectral peaks, respectively. Thus, the imprint of Rieger resonance via solar wind onto
the magnetopause and below was both total and incessant for all practical purposes itself. Note that, while
the 99%-significance level in all cases was very close to the 67% level, the latter is considered sufficient
for validating physical period ensembles reported broadly, as is the case here.

As seen in Fig. 1e, variation in the (upsurge’s) mean-spectral amplitude from annual-epoch magne-
tometer records is becoming more sinusoidal with time, thus resembling the evolution of short-burst pulses
seen in 4U 0142+61 magnetar whose own decade-long profile obtained from the highest-resolution data
available (Gonzalez et al., 2010) is comparable to the Jupiter’s. Note that incomplete (closer to half-year)
epochs for Cassini-2001/2002 and Juno-2016 data, while sufficient for estimating average spectral ampli-
tude per epoch, still lacked information for a detailed depiction of anisotropy. Ironing out the field, i.e.,
discarding measurements taken during maneuvers and flybys of other celestial bodies, resulted in band-
wide-mean variance-spectral magnitudes exposing the relative magnetoactivity more successfully in terms
of detailed features than can be achieved classically, e.g., by looking at the variation in the anisotropic split-
ing of spectral peaks. The staggering overall level attained by the mean spectra, of ~20% field variance,
shows that a systematic signal dominates the band of interest, which, in turn, justifies the initial assumptions
on the solar wind being the sole actor in Jovian ~0.2-2 zeV domain.

The main result of this study, Fig. 1, was compared against the same type of analysis, just of the
Saturn magnetic field, from the 2005-2016 Cassini samplings of that planet’s £8nT global magnetic field.
In contrast to the Jovian magnetoactivity increase, the analysis of the Saturnian magnetic field shows no
activity above very low (weak) ~1% field variance, other than an orbital-tidal forcing of ~7.3 years (% Towi,
Tomit # 29.4 years) when Saturnian magnetoactivity climbs to a low ~5% field variance, Fig. 2.

4. Discussion

The Rieger process involves the heliosphere proper (and thus the IMF too) and possibly other planets in
addition to Mars — of which jupiters probably are most significant due to vast magnetospheres. Due to a
lack of inherent magnetism, external magnetic fields could be facilitating sustained electrical and magneto-
hydrodynamic couplings that result in planetary seismic fracturing response as found for marsquakes by
Omerbashich (2021b) and for moonquakes and earthquakes by Omerbashich (2021c). Thus, since only the
Jupiter magnetosphere extends to Mars, the seismogenic property of the solar-wind Rieger process on Mars
likely is facilitated by magnetotail reconnecting as the Jovian magnetic field is currently undergoing a pola-
rity reversal or a transition between different dynamo states, as implied from Juno mission (Moore et al.,
2018). Before the Juno mission, Pap et al. (1990) had offered an intuitive yet analogous explanation suggest-
ing that the transient existence of a 154+13-days period was related to an emerging strong magnetic field.

Jupiter magnetoactivity is both internally and solar-wind driven (Vogt et al., 2019). Because inter-
action between the solar wind’s highly variable external conditions and the (wind-impacted) magneto-
spheres is essential for understanding energy flow within a planetary system, the nature of the solar wind-
Jupiter magnetosphere interaction has been widely debated but remains poorly understood (Masters, 2017).
However, such an interaction has been established between the solar wind and Jupiter inner magnetosphere
by the Hisaki satellite (Murakami et al., 2017), and the solar wind can produce compressional mode waves
in the magnetosphere (Cho et al., 2017). Therefore, and since Jupiter magnetosphere is the most powerful
planetary particle accelerator in our solar system (Saur et al., 2017), the present study attempts to fill the
gap by establishing such interaction for the highest energies, too. Moreover, if such an interaction is showed
to apply in the frequency space, its dominant periodicities likely drive numerous unexplained (but likely
resonant) subdiurnal and periodicities down to very low frequencies or periods of a few days in duration.
Namely, a clear ~26-day solar periodicity is seen in the Cassini data (Stallard et al., 2019), while solar wind-
induced periodicities in the magnetosphere are ~13 or ~26 days (Roussos et al., 2018) as well as the Rieger-
type and longer periodicities (Lou et al., 2003). In addition, Chancia et al. (2019) have noticed certain reso-
nant features in the Saturn magnetosphere, with expected pattern speeds much slower than the magneto-
spheric periodicities.
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Figure 1. Left composite: Relative change of Jupiter magnetosphere activity with time, as the mean Gauss-Vanicek spectral magnitude in var%
(solid black line) and dB (dotted gray) of annual Jovian £8nT magnetic field, per field component (panels a—c) and the total-field (panel d and the
same but smoothed in panel e). Note that results from the radial field component (panel a) and total field (panels d-e) are virtually the same, as exp-
ected due to a lack of significant density variation in Jupiter, and the heads-on (Sun-outward v. Jupiter-outward) collision between the planetary
magnetic field and the solar wind. One epoch spans one Earth year as an arbitrary and convenient field sampling size, except for the Cassini (C)
case where the data extended over an eight-month interval including an extra month respectively prepended and appended to the October 2000—
March 2001 flyby and spanning 1 September 2000—30 April 2001 for that case. Right composite: a blind-plots stack of spectral peak splitting due
to anisotropy under magnetoactivity upsurge since 1996. Amplitudes not to scale. Note the 2001/2002 Cassini flyby case, with average spectra seen
as dominated by a single Rieger period, is due to a remote tangential flyby and its duration of half a year, so locking to one preferential frequency,
which gave the impression of power absorption, was to be expected. The same preferential locking is in Juno (J) v. Galileo (G) spectra due to Juno’s
highly varying altitude, including regular crossings of the magnetopause. Cassini data included an extra month to the October 2000-March 2001
flyby and thus spanned 1 September 2000-30 April 2001. Short-dashed line marks confidence at 67%, with the 99% level always nearby (long-
dashed on radial-component plots for illustration). The Galileo and Juno data were magnetometer recordings provided by the UCLA-NASA data
team, in batches as concatenated and rotated to RTN (Sun) coordinate frame (see Acknowledgments). See Supplement for the complete data set.
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Figure 2. Left composite: Relative change of Saturn magnetosphere activity with time, as the mean Gauss-Vanicek spectral magnitude in var%
(solid black line) and dB (dotted gray) of annual Saturnian $8nT magnetic field, per field component (panels a—c) and the total-field (panel d and
the same but smoothed in panel e). As in the Jupiter case (Fig. 1), results from the radial field component (panel a) and total field (panels d-e) are
virtually the same, as expected due to a lack of significant density variation in Saturn, and the heads-on (Sun-outward v. Saturn-outward) collision
between the planetary magnetic field and the solar wind. Here Saturn's global magnetic field is seen as forced by a ~7.3-year period, or its Y4 Tomwit,
Tomic # 29.4 years, orbital tide only as transpired via the solar wind. One epoch spans one Earth year as an arbitrary and convenient field sampling
size. Right composite: a blind-plots stack of spectral peak splitting as due to anisotropy. Unlike for Jupiter, anisotropy in the Saturn magnetosphere
shows no clear temporal trending, revealing random and very weak upsurges as seen from the number of split peaks rarely exceeding eight (a degree
of freedom beyond the set of seven Rieger periodicities). Amplitudes not to scale. Short-dashed line marks confidence at 67% and practically coin-
cides with the abscissa in all panels, with the 99% level always nearby to within a few var% (shown long-dashed on radial-component plots for ill-
ustration). The data used were 2005-2016 Cassini magnetometer recordings (Dougherty et al., 2006). See Supplement for the complete data set.
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In many ways, Jupiter behaves like a pulsar (Dowden, 1968), so that Jupiter is a very weak pulsar
itself since both the Jupiter magnetic moment and angular momentum are only slightly less than in pulsars
(Michel, 1982). Similarly, as indicators of planetary magnetoactivity, ion aurorae share common mecha-
nisms across planetary systems, despite temporal, spatial, and energetic scales varying by orders of magni-
tude (Yao et al., 2021). Since we can expect all macroscale (and especially astrophysical) magnetic fields
to behave in similar ways regardless of those scales, the above conclusions probably hold for magnetars as
well. Magnetars are young isolated neutron stars characterized by exceptionally high X-ray luminosity and
are extremely rare, so only about 20 active such objects in the known universe are known presently. They
are discovered either by analyzing their steady X-ray emission or in outburst events and in both scenarios
supplied most energy from the decay and instabilities of very intense magnetic fields of 210'* G (Pizzocaro
et al., 2019). As such, magnetars act overwhelmingly on all other forces in their vicinity, making them natu-
ral laboratories for observing and learning about general processes and mechanisms of astrophysical magne-
tic fields under most extreme conditions that can create nearly perfect isolation.

To study high-energy bursts from magnetars as remote astronomical objects for which detailed
magnetic field measurements are therefore unavailable, astronomers rely on observations of proxies such
as X-ray emissions, changes in persistent emissions, and spectra of surface or internal processes and instabi-
lities. On the other hand, the Jupiter magnetosphere is within our reach and has been sampled directly in
nearly a dozen Space missions. Thus the main result of the present study - the evolution profile of the plane-
tary magnetoactivity shown in Fig. 1 - has been obtained from all available in situ measurements of the Jo-
vian global magnetic field's decade-scale activity. Given that the energy scales involved are the highest po-
ssible for that planet, the result shows conclusively that the current magnetoactivity of Jupiter is the highest
possible as well, and that much of that activity naturally is relayed via magnetotail reconnecting onto the
surrounding environment and thus Mars too during its regular traversals of the Jovian magnetotail. This re-
sult lends the highest credence to the claim on marsquakes mainly arising in a planetary fracturing response
to a current increase in Jovian magnetoactivity (Omerbashich, 2021b).

While the primary source of magnetospheric power for Jupiter is the spin of the planet, the present
study has also shown that plasma in solar wind's lowermost frequencies (as the most significant alternative
plasma source to the Jovian moon Io) interacts with a spinning planetary magnetic field. This interaction
could provide energy for global (dipoleside) bursts by creating a torque that slows the Jupiter rotation, pro-
viding power for a whole variety of magnetospheric phenomena to occur (Dessler, 1987). One such event
could be a global outburst in the form of dipolar beam ejecta of pulsar type.

5. Conclusions

The 4U 0142+61 magnetar evolution profile of short-burst high-energy pulsations, whose decadal-scale
preparation phase had been obtained from highest-resolution data, is comparable to Jupiter evolution profile
of its own (as-of-yet unobserved) high-energy global outbursts of pulsar type. The Jupiter magnetoactivity
increase, revealed by the decadal-scale global activity profile from mean spectra of annual records obtained
by integrating magnetometer measurements from Galileo, Cassini, and Juno missions, is the highest poss-
ible in a planetary magnetosphere. So constrained (to the upper end of the planetary energy band), the Jo-
vian magnetoactivity upsurge is likely responsible for the Martian seismicity via magnetotail reconnecting,
as sampled independently by the InSight mission.

The conclusive evidence presented here on a magnetar—pulsar nature of Jupiter and its outburst ca-
pacity demands broadest efforts towards learning more about the threats that global high-energy outbursts
(all-bursts, which dissipate up to ~20% of the magnetic field energy) in the form of magnetopolar beams
along the dipole under the 10° tilt (up to 13° to the ecliptic with obliquity) pose for electrical grids and
communication systems. This likely scenario demands deploying permanent multi-vessel missions for con-
stantly monitoring the magnetoactivity of pulsar Jupiter.


https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10509309

https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10509309

Acknowledgments and Data & Code Statements

The Cassini RTN data source was https://pds-atmospheres.nmsu.edu/data_and_services/atmospheres_data/Cassini.
Dr. Steven P. Joy (UCLA & NASA Planetary Data System/Planetary Plasma Interactions Node) provided outstanding
support, and the Galileo and Juno MAG data concatenated and rotated to the RTN frame. Joe Mafi (UCLA & NASA
PDS/PPI) provided valuable additional support and random samples of field swelling. Dr. Raymond J. Walker (UCLA
& NASA PPI) provided valuable additional support, advice, and data management supervision. The least-squares
spectral analysis scientific software LSSA, based on the rigorous method by Vanicek (1969, 1971), was used to comp-
ute spectra. Dr. Spiros Pagiatakis (York University) provided LSSA v.5.0, which is now available as an open-source
version from http://www?2.unb.ca/gge/Research/GRL/LSSA/sourceCode.html. All data analyzed in this study are en-
closed in a Supplement accompanying this manuscript.

Declarations

The author reports no competing interests.

References

Bai T. and Cliver E. W. (1990) A 154 day periodicity in the occurrence rate of proton flares. Astrophys. J. 363:299-309. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1086/169342

Cane, H.V., Richardson, I.G., von Rosenvinge, T.T. (1998) Interplanetary magnetic field periodicity of ~153 days. Geophys. Res.
Lett. 25(24):4437-4440. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1029/1998GL900208

Chancia, R.O., Hedman, M.M., Cowley, S.W.H., Provan, G., Ye, S.-Y. (2019) Seasonal structures in Saturn's dusty Roche
Division correspond to periodicities of the planet's magnetosphere. Icarus 330:230-255. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2019.04.012

Cho, J.-H., Lee, D.-Y., Noh, S.-J., Kim, H., Choi, C.R., Lee, J., Hwang, J., (2017) Spatial dependence of electromagnetic ion
cyclotron waves triggered by solar wind dynamic pressure enhancements. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 122, 5502-5518. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023827

Dessler, A.J. (1987) Magnetospheric power from planetary spin (p.71). IEEE international conference on plasma science, 1-3
June, Crystal City, VA USA

Dougherty, M.K., Kellock, S., Slootweg, A.P., Achilleos, N., Joy, S.P., Mafi, J.N. (2006) Cassini orbiter magnetometer calibrated
1 minute averaged archive v2.0 & v.1.0, CO-E/SW/J/S-MAG-4-SUMM-AVG1MIN-V2.0. NASA Planetary Data System. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.17189/1519602

Dowden, R.L. (1968) A Jupiter Model of Pulsars. Publications of the Astronomical Society of Australia 1(4):159-159. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1017/s132335800001122x

Gombosi T.I., Armstrong, T.P., Arridge, C.S., Khurana, K.K., Krimigis, S.M., Krupp, N., Persoon, A.M., Thomsen, M.F. (2009)
Saturn's Magnetospheric Configuration. In: Dougherty M.K., Esposito L.W., Krimigis S.M. (Eds.) Saturn from Cassini-Huygens.
Springer, Dordrecht. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-9217-6_9

Gonzalez, M.E., Dib, R., Kaspi, V.M., Woods, P.M., Tam, C.R., Gavriil, F.P. (2010) Long-term X-ray changes in the emission
from the anomalous X-ray pulsar 4U 0142+61. Astrophys. J. 716:1345-1355. DOTI: https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-
637X/716/2/1345

Kivelson, M.G., Khurana, K.K., Russell, C.T., Walker, R.J., Joy, S.P., Mafi, J.N. (1997) Galileo orbiter at Jupiter calibrated mag
high res v1.0, GO-J-MAG-3-RDR-HIGHRES-V1.0, NASA Planetary Data System. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17189/1519667

Lou, Y.-Q., Wang, Y.-M,, Fan, Z., Wang, S., Wang, J.X. (2003) Periodicities in solar coronal mass ejections. Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc. 345(3):809-818. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06993.x

Masters, M. (2017) Revealing how the solar wind interacts with Jupiter’s magnetosphere. Magnetospheres of the outer planets
(MOP), Conference by the Swedish Institute for Space Physics and Royal Institute of Technology, Uppsala Sweden, 12—16 June.

Michel, F.C. (1982) Theory of pulsar magnetospheres. Rev. Mod. Phys. 54:1. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.54.1

Moore, K.M., Yadav, R.K., Kulowski, L., Cao, H., Bloxham, J., Connerney, J.E.P., Kotsiaros, S., Jargensen, J.L., Merayo,
J.M.G., Stevenson, D.J., Bolton, S.J., Levin, S.M. (2018) A complex dynamo inferred from the hemispheric dichotomy of
Jupiter’s magnetic field. Nature 561:76-78. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0468-5

Mousis, O., Fletcher, L.N., Lebreton, J.-P., Wurz, P. et al. (2014) Scientific rationale for Saturn’s in situ exploration. Planet.
Space Sci. 104(A):29-47. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pss.2014.09.014

Murakami, G., Yoshioka, K., Kimura, T., Yamazaki, A., Tsuchiya, F., Tao, C., Kita, H., Kagitani, M., Kasaba, Y., Yoshikawa, L.,
Fujimoto, M. (2017) Response of Jupiter’s inner magnetosphere to the solar wind derived from 3-years observation by Hisaki.
Magnetospheres of the outer planets (MOP), Conference by the Swedish Institute for Space Physics and Royal Institute of
Technology, Uppsala Sweden, 12—16 June.



https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10509309
https://pds-atmospheres.nmsu.edu/data_and_services/atmospheres_data/Cassini
http://www2.unb.ca/gge/Research/GRL/LSSA/sourceCode.html
https://doi.org/10.1086/169342
https://doi.org/10.1029/1998GL900208
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2019.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JA023827
https://doi.org/10.17189/1519602
https://doi.org/10.1017/s132335800001122x
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-9217-6_9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/716/2/1345
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/716/2/1345
https://doi.org/10.17189/1519667
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06993.x
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.54.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0468-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pss.2014.09.014

https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10509309

Omerbashich, M. (2021c) External forcing of Moon and Earth seismicity at Rieger periods. In review. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5069075

Omerbashich, M. (2021b) Extramartian forcing of Mars seismicity at Rieger periods. In review. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4921735

Omerbashich, M. (2021a) Non-marine tetrapod extinctions solve extinction periodicity mystery. Hist. Biol. 34 (29 March). DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2021.1907367

Omerbashich, M. (2009) Method for Measuring Field Dynamics. US Patent #20090192741, US Patent & Trademark Office.
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/publicationDetails/biblioc?CC=US&NR=2009192741A1

Omerbashich, M. (2007) Magnification of mantle resonance as a cause of tectonics. Geodinamica Acta 20:6:369-383. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.3166/ga.20.369-383

Omerbashich, M. (2006) Gauss—Vani¢ek Spectral Analysis of the Sepkoski Compendium: No New Life Cycles. Comp. Sci. Eng.
8(4):26-30. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2006.68

(Erratum due to journal error. Comp. Sci. Eng. 9(4):5-6. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.79; full text:
https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0608014)

Omerbashich, M. (2003) Earth-model Discrimination Method. Ph.D. Dissertation, pp.129. ProQuest, USA. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.12847304

Pagiatakis, S. (1999) Stochastic significance of peaks in the least-squares spectrum. J. Geod. 73:67-78. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001900050220

Pap, J., Tobiska, W.K., Bouwer, S.D. (1990) Periodicities of solar irradiance and solar activity indices, I. Sol. Phys. 129:165-189.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00154372

Pizzocaro, D., Tiengo, A., Mereghetti, S., Turolla, R., Esposito, P., Stella, L., Zane, S., Rea, N., Coti Zelati, F., Israel, G. (2019)
Detailed X-ray spectroscopy of the magnetar 1E 2259+586. Astron. Astrophys. 626:A39. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-
6361/201834784

Rieger, E., Share, G.H., Forrest, D.J., Kanbach, G., Reppin, C., Chupp, E.L. (1984) A 154-day periodicity in the occurrence of
hard solar flares? Nature 312:623-625. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/312623a0

Roussos, E., Krupp, N., Paranicas, C., Kollmann, P., Mitchell, D.G., Krimigis, S.M., Palmaerts, B., Dialynas, K., Jackman, C.M.
(2018) Heliospheric conditions at Saturn during Cassini's ring-grazing and proximal orbits. Geophys. Res. Lett. 45:10812—10818.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL078093

Saur, J., Schreiner, A., Mauk, B.H., Clark, G.B., Kollmann, P. (2017) Wave particle interactions in Jupiter’s magnetosphere and
associated particle acceleration. Magnetospheres of the outer planets (MOP), Conference by the Swedish Institute for Space
Physics and Royal Institute of Technology, Uppsala Sweden, 12-16 June.

Simpson, J.F. (1968) Solar activity as a triggering mechanism for earthquakes. Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 3:417-425. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-821X(67)90071-4

Stallard, T.S., Baines, K.H., Melin, H., Bradley, T.J., Moore, L., O'Donoghue, J., Miller, S., Chowdhury, M.N., Badman, S.V.,
Allison, H.J., Roussos, E. (2019) Local-time averaged maps of H3* emission, temperature and ion winds. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A.
3772018040520180405. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2018.0405

Taylor, J., Hamilton, S. (1972) Some tests of the Vani¢ek Method of spectral analysis. Astrophys. Space Sci. 17:357-367. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00642907

Vanicek, P. (1969) Approximate Spectral Analysis by Least-Squares Fit. Astrophys. Space Sci. 4(4):387-391. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00651344

Vanicek, P. (1971) Further Development and Properties of the Spectral Analysis by Least-Squares Fit. Astrophys. Space Sci.
12(1):10-33. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00656134

Vogt, M.F., Gyalay, S., Kronberg, E.A., Bunce, E.J., Kurth, W.S., Zieger, B., Tao, C. (2019) Solar Wind Interaction With
Jupiter’s Magnetosphere: A Statistical Study of Galileo In Situ Data and Modeled Upstream Solar Wind Conditions. J. Geophys.
Res. Space Phys. 124(12):10170-10199. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1029/2019JA026950

Wells, D.E., Vanicek, P., Pagiatakis, S. (1985) Least squares spectral analysis revisited. Department of Geodesy & Geomatics
Engineering Technical Report 84, University of New Brunswick, Canada. Link: http://www?2.unb.ca/gge/Pubs/TR84.pdf

Yao, Z., Dunn, W.R., Woodfield, E.E., Clark, G., Mauk, B.H. et al. (2021) Revealing the source of Jupiter’s x-ray auroral flares.
Sci. Adv. 7:eabf0851. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abf0851

Ye, S.-Y., Fischer, G., Kurth, W.S., Menietti, J.D., Gurnett, D.A. (2017) Rotational modulation of Saturn kilometric radiation,
narrowband emission and auroral hiss. In: Fischer, G., Mann, G., Panchenko, M., Zarka, P. (Eds.) Proceedings of the 8th
International Workshop on Planetary, Solar and Heliospheric Radio Emissions, Graz Austria, 25-27 Oct 2016. Austrian
Academy of Sciences Press, Vienna. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1553/PRE8s191



https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10509309
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5069075
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4921735
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2021.1907367
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/publicationDetails/biblio?CC=US&NR=2009192741A1
https://doi.org/10.3166/ga.20.369-383
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2006.68
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.79
https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0608014
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.12847304
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001900050220
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00154372
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834784
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834784
https://doi.org/10.1038/312623a0
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL078093
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-821X(67)90071-4
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2018.0405
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00642907
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00651344
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00656134
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019JA026950
http://www2.unb.ca/gge/Pubs/TR84.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abf0851
https://doi.org/10.1553/PRE8s191


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /All

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5

  /CompressObjects /All

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.1000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions false

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo false

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments false

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

    /Arial-Black

    /Arial-BlackItalic

    /Arial-BoldItalicMT

    /Arial-BoldMT

    /Arial-ItalicMT

    /ArialMT

    /ArialNarrow

    /ArialNarrow-Bold

    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic

    /ArialNarrow-Italic

    /CenturyGothic

    /CenturyGothic-Bold

    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic

    /CenturyGothic-Italic

    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT

    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT

    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT

    /CourierNewPSMT

    /Georgia

    /Georgia-Bold

    /Georgia-BoldItalic

    /Georgia-Italic

    /Impact

    /LucidaConsole

    /Tahoma

    /Tahoma-Bold

    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold

    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT

    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT

    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT

    /TimesNewRomanPSMT

    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic

    /TrebuchetMS

    /TrebuchetMS-Bold

    /TrebuchetMS-Italic

    /Verdana

    /Verdana-Bold

    /Verdana-BoldItalic

    /Verdana-Italic

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 150

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 150

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /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 true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 150

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 150

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /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 true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /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 <<





    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>







    /HUN <>

    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)

    /JPN <>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>





    /SKY <>



    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>



    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 6.0 and later.)

  >>

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [600 600]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



