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ABSTRACT

We report a significant sudden ionospheric disturbance (SID) in the D-region of Earth’s ionosphere
(~60-100 km), which was associated with the massive y—ray burst GRB 221009A on 2022 October
9. We identified the SID over northern Europe-a result of ionisation by X— and y-ray emission from
the GRB-using very low frequency (VLF) radio waves as a probe of the D-region. These observations
demonstrate that an extra—galactic GRB (2~0.151) can have a significant impact on the terrestrial
atmosphere and illustrates that the Earth’s ionosphere can be used as a giant X— and y—ray detector.
Indeed, these observations may provide an insight into the impacts of GRBs on the ionospheres of

planets in our Solar System and beyond.
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1. INTRODUCTION

On 2022 October 9, an extremely bright and long—
duration GRB was detected by both Swift/Burst Alert
Telescope (BAT) and Fermi/Gamma-ray Burst Monitor
(GBM; Meegan et al. 2009) instruments (see Dichiara
& et al. 2022; Veres & et al. 2022). With follow—up re-
ports, it is now clear that this was the most energetic
GRB ever observed, with photon energies reaching up
to 18 TeV (Huang & et al. 2022). The GRB has now
been reported in observations from many instruments,
including the Spectrometer Telescope for Imaging X-
rays (STIX; Krucker et al. 2020) on-board Solar Orbiter
(Xiao & et al. 2022). The source location of the GRB
has been derived to be centred at RA = 19h13m00s and
Dec = +419d48m34s and its red-shift estimated to be
z = 0.151 (Krimm & et al. 2022; Izzo & et al. 2022).
Such energetic GRBs at close distances are extremely
rare, and estimates put this as a once in a century (or
longer) event (Atteia 2022).

2. THE IONOSPHERE AS A GIANT DETECTOR

The lowest lying region of Earth’s ionosphere, the D-
region (~60-100 km in altitude), can be thought of as
a giant high-energy detector of X— and y-rays from as-
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tronomical sources, including the Sun. As a partially
ionised plasma, it responds in a characteristic way to
ionising radiation from such sources. An example of such
an ionising disturbance is that of solar flares, for which
solar X-rays penetrate down to D-region altitudes, in-
creasing electron densities to extents to cause significant
space-weather impacts.

The measurements of very low frequency (VLF; 3—
30 kHz) radio waves that propagate in the waveguide
formed between the Earth’s surface and the lower iono-
sphere provides a unique tool to remotely detect iono-
spheric disturbances. These measurements are often
used to detect and study solar flares (e.g. Mitra 1974;
Thomson et al. 2005; Hayes et al. 2021). In rare cases,
extra-solar transients can also be detected in VLF mea-
surements such as magnetar flares (Inan et al. 1999),
SGRs (Palit et al. 2018), and even GRBs (Fishman &
Inan 1988). However, typically these are identified on
the night-side ionosphere. Here we report that the ex-
tremely bright GRB 221009A produced a sudden iono-
spheric disturbance so significant that it had a solar—
flare sized signature on the day-side ionosphere.

3. GRB AND IONOSPHERIC OBSERVATIONS

The VLF measurements reported here are from a
SuperSID monitor (Scherrer et al. 2008) that is oper-
ated at DIAS Dunsink Observatory in Dublin, Ireland
(53.38° N, 6.33° W). The setup consists of a magnetic
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Figure 1. The VLF amplitude over the full day is shown in
(a), with a zoom-in between the vertical lines shown in (b).
The X-ray and v-ray signatures of the GRB from STIX and
the GBM (NAI-7) are shown in (c) and (d), respectively. The
STIX time is adjusted for the light-travel time of the GRB
between Earth and Solar Orbiter (~15 s)

loop antenna (50 turns; 1.42 m side length). The mon-
itor receives VLF signals from several worldwide trans-
mitters, and is typically used for the study of X-ray
solar flare effects on the D-region (see Hayes et al. 2017,
2021).

Figure 1 (a) shows the daily VLF amplitude measuring
23.4 kHz from the submarine communications transmit-
ter (station ID: DHO38) located in Germany (53.09° N,
7.60° E). The grey shaded regions mark the night-time.
The GRB can be identified between the vertical dashed
lines. The zoomed—in plot of the VLF amplitude is
shown in (b). The X-ray and y-ray emissions from the
GRB are shown in panels (¢) and (d) from Solar Or-
biter/STIX, and Fermi/GBM, respectively. The timing
comparisons between the GRB high-energy signatures
and the VLF response clearly indicates that the VLF
peak is a result of the incident GRB fluxes.

The VLF amplitude increase from the pre-GRB am-
plitude levels is ~3.4 dB. To put this in perspective,
based on statistical studies of solar flare effects this am-
plitude increase is equivalent to ~C3-M1.0 GOES class
X-ray flare. Furthermore, it is significant that this has
been observed in the daytime-conditions. As discussed
in Raulin et al. (2014), the night-time ionosphere is
much more sensitive to external disturbances, when the
solar radiation isn’t dominating. And as such, the rel-
ative change in electron density required to produce a
VLF amplitude change needs to be much larger during
the day in order to measure it. This GRB was so large
that it was detectable in the daytime observations.

We also inspect the time—delay between the impulsive
ionising radiation of the X-rays and -rays and the VLF
response. For solar flares, there is a time-delay between
the X-ray peak and the VLF response, typically around
2-3 minutes. Here we find a time-delay of ~55 s. In
terms of a recovery time, it takes almost 30 minutes to
recover to pre-GRB levels following the impulsive ioni-
sation burst.

4. DISCUSSION & FUTURE WORK

These observations show that GRB 221009A produced
significant impacts on the ionisation of the lower iono-
sphere of our planet (see also Schnoor & et al. 2022;
Guha & Nicholson 2022). From our understanding, this
is the strongest effect ever produced from a GRB and
adds to the small handful of cases reported before. It is
therefore clear that GRBs can have significant impacts
on the ionospheres and indeed atmospheres of exoplan-
ets, which could have implications for the evolution and
stability of life on habitable exoplanets.

The fact that this GRB was readily detected in the
dayside ionosphere also has several interesting scien-
tific implications, and provides an opportunity to study
ionospheric chemistry from a new perspective. The
short impulsive duration of the GRB acts as a delta-
function input of ionisation into the ionosphere, and al-
lows us to perform novel studies of the ionisation on
short timescales and investigate the recombination re-
covery. Moving forward, we plan to investigate these
observations in more detail, and undertake data—driven
modelling of the ionosphere to understand the penetra-
tion depths altitudes of the GRB fluxes (which can be
as low as 20 km), and investigate how the spectral com-
ponents of the GRB influenced the response.

Software: matplotlib (Hunter 2007), pandas (pan-
das development team 2020), sunpy (The SunPy Com-
munity et al. 2020).
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