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ABSTRACT

In this short communication, we qualitatively analyze possible effects of the 10 October 2024
geomagnetic storm on accelerating the reentry of a Starlink satellite from low-Earth orbit (LEO).
The storm took place near the maximum of solar cycle (SC) 25, which has shown to be more
intense than SC24. Based on preliminary geomagnetic indices, the 10 October 2024, along
with the 10 May 2024, were the most intense events since the well-known Halloween storms of
October/November 2003. By looking at a preliminary version of the Dst index and two-line element
(TLE) altitude data of the Starlink-1089 (SL1089) satellite, we observe a possible connection
between storm main phase onset and a sharp decay of SL1089. The satellite was scheduled
to reenter on 22 October, but it reentered on 12 October, 10 days before schedule. The sharp
altitude decay of SL1089 revealed by TLE data coincides with the storm main phase onset.
Therefore, we call for future research to establish the eventual causal relationship between storm
occurrence and satellite orbital decay. As predicted by previous works, SC25 is already producing
extreme geomagnetic storms with unprecedented satellite orbital drag effects and consequences
for current megaconstellations in LEO.

Geomagnetic storms, solar flares, thermospheric mass density, satellite orbital drag, satellite reentry

1 INTRODUCTION
Intense solar wind perturbations, such as coronal mass ejections (CMEs), can greatly disturb the Earth’s
magnetic field due to the occurrence of geomagnetic storms (Akasofu, 1966; Gonzalez et al., 1994).
Geomagnetic storms are global phenomena characterized by intense magnetospheric energy input into
the ionosphere-thermosphere (IT) system. This magnetospheric energy primarily enters the IT system
leading the thermosphere to heat and upwell globally due to the propagation of large-scale gravity waves
and atmospheric wind surges (Bruinsma and Forbes, 2007; Prölss, 2011; Emmert, 2015). While flying in
low-Earth orbit (LEO, below 1000 km altitude), due to increased levels of atmospheric density, satellites
then experience enhanced levels of drag forces which in turn enhance orbital drag effects. Such effects
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are quantified by many parameters, including satellite geometry, drag coefficient, area-to-mass ratio, and
thermospheric neutral mass density, which is derived from drag acceleration measurements (Sutton et al.,
2005; Chen et al., 2012; Mehta et al., 2023). Thermosphere heating and subsequent orbital drag effects
usually occur during geomagnetic storms of different levels, but they are much more intense during extreme
events (Krauss et al., 2015; Oliveira and Zesta, 2019; Zesta and Oliveira, 2019).

SpaceX is a private company that has recently launched thousands of satellites into LEO. That satellite
megaconstellation is named Starlink, with the primary goal to provide internet service worldwide (Ren
et al., 2022). One of the most recent examples of storm-time satellite orbital drag effects experienced in
LEO is provided by Starlink satellites. According to Hapgood et al. (2022), 49 Starlink satellites were
deployed on 3 February 2022 while a weak geomagnetic storm, classified as a G1 event, was ranging on.
As a result, 38 satellites did not make it to their intended altitude due to storm effects. At least by early
February 2022, SpaceX launched their satellites to altitudes near 210 km where electric thrusters were
turned on to uplift the satellite to operational altitudes around 500 km (Hapgood et al., 2022). However, the
satellites used to perform a few orbits before being lifted up, but the environment was quite perturbed due
to the minor geomagnetic storm occurrence (Dang et al., 2022; Fang et al., 2022; Berger et al., 2023).

If a weak geomagnetic storm can bring down satellites from LEO, what can an extreme event do? In this
short communication, we briefly discuss possible effects of the extreme geomagnetic storm of 10 October
2024 on forcing the premature reentry of a Starlink satellite. Although our observations were performed
with preliminary versions of and limited data sets, it is very likely that the storm cut short the reentry
process of the satellite. However, solid causal relationships can only be achieved with further investigations
using multi-data sets and conduction of numerical/empirical simulations. As predicted before, solar activity
is increasing in the current solar cycle and they are already impacting satellite orbits in LEO, as recently
shown by Starlink satellites.

2 DATA AND OBSERVATIONS
Figure 1, available at https://svs.gsfc.nasa.gov/14703/, shows a Solar Dynamic Observatory
(SDO) image of a solar flare whose peak occurred at 0156 UT of 9 October 2024. The flare, originated
from active region (AR) 3848, is indicated by the intense flash in the image at the center slightly above the
Sun’s equator. The figure shows a blend of light with wavelengths of 171, 304, and 131 Å, which indicate
extreme ultraviolet light. The solar flare is classified as an X1.8 flare, which belongs to the extreme edge of
solar flare classifications (Bai and Sturrock, 1989; Schrijver and Siscoe, 2010; Saini et al., 2024).

A CME (coronal mass ejection) associated with the X1.8 solar flare was observed by
Solar and Heliospheric Observatory (SOHO) to be ejected from AR3848 on 9 October
2024 at 0212 UT (https://kauai.ccmc.gsfc.nasa.gov/CMEscoreboard/prediction/
detail/3670). This particular CME impacted Earth on 10 October 2024 at around 1500 UT. Thus, the
average speed of the CME on its way to 1 AU was ∼1200 km/s. Some of the space weather consequences
of that CME are described below.

Figure 2a shows the north-south component of the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) vector observed
by ACE (Advanced Composition Explorer) satellite (Smith et al., 1998). The 5-minute averaged IMF Bz

shows a positive jump from nearly null values to more than 20 nT on 10 October 2024 at around 1500 UT.
Later, IMF Bz dips to values below –40 nT. The first (positive) Bz enhancement is due to the CME shock
arrival, whereas the second (negative) enhancement is presumably due to the arrival of a magnetic cloud
or magnetic material following the shock at the CME leading edge (Illing and Hundhausen, 1985; Szabo
et al., 2001; Zurbuchen and Richardson, 2006; Kilpua et al., 2019). Therefore, IMF observations by ACE
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Figure 1. Solar Dynamics Observatory (SDO) observation of an X1.8 solar flare (bright region a few
degrees above the Sun’s equator) associated with Active Region 3848 on 9 October 2024 at 0212 UT. That
active region also ejected a CME that struck the magnetosphere on 10 October 2024 nearly at 1500 UT,
inducing one of the two most extreme geomagnetic storms of solar cycle 25.

indicate that the 10 October CME was an extremely intense solar wind driver (Klein and Burlaga, 1982;
Gonzalez and Tsurutani, 1987; Wang et al., 2003).

Figure 2b shows quick-look (real-time) Dst data from 28 August 2024 to 15 October 2024. The hourly Dst
data has been extensively used since its creation in 1957 during the International Geophysical Year (IGY)
(Sugiura, 1964). The real-time (quick-look) Dst data is intended to be used for forecasting, diagnostic,
and monitoring since its values are derived from eventually inaccurate raw data. According to World Data
Center for Geomagnetism, Kyoto et al. (2015), the real-time Dst data may contain noises and inaccurate
baseline shifts that will be scrutinized later in the future before the release of the definitive Dst version
(https://wdc.kugi.kyoto-u.ac.jp/dst_realtime/index.html). However, most likely
the October 2024 storm will hold its status of an intense geomagnetic storm.

It is clear from the figure that a classic storm sudden commencement (SSC) signature is shown by
the quick-look Dst data. That event occurred at approximately 1500 UT of 10 October 2024. The SSC
amplitude is 58 nT, and the minimum real-time Dst value is –341 nT, which occurred nearly 11 hours after
SSC onset. This is compared to the other extreme storm of SC25: the event of May 2024. The SSC of that
event occurred on 10 May at ∼1700 UT and had amplitude of 44 nT. The storm main phase developed
in approximately 10 hours, with minimum quick-look Dst = –412 nT (Hayakawa et al., 2024). The most
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Figure 2. Interplanetary magnetic field, geomagnetic activity, and Starlink-1089 ephemeris data for the
time interval of 28 August 2024 to 15 October 2024. The red dashed vertical line indicates the time of the
storm main phase onset at ∼1500 UT of 10 October 2024.

equatorward naked eye observations of the aurora reported by citizen scientists occurred in Chirimoyos
(Mexico, N23◦26’, W105◦48’, 31.0◦ MLAT) in the northern hemisphere, and in the southern hemisphere,
in Bromfield Swamp (Australia, S17◦22’, E145◦33’, –24.5◦ MLAT) (Hayakawa et al., 2024). According to
aurorassaurus.org, preliminary results show that the most equatorward observation of the aurora
took place in the northern hemisphere near Ochopee, Florida (N25◦54’, W81◦19’, 35.36◦ MLAT), and
in the southern hemisphere, near Fishers Hill, Australia (S32◦29’, E151◦32’, –41.74◦ MLAT). Aurora
observations at such low latitudes are quite common during extreme events (Boteler, 2019; Hayakawa et al.,
2019; Bhaskar et al., 2020). More detailed and conclusive analyses of the most equatorial observations of
the aurora during October 2024 using worldwide observations as performed by Hayakawa et al. (2024) are
under way.

Perhaps the most striking result of this paper is shown in Figure 2(c). The panel shows two-line element
(TLE) altitude data of a specific satellite named Starlink-1089/2020-001BF, hereafter SL1089. SL1089
was launched into orbit on 11 October 2020 with orbital inclination of 53.04◦. Right after IMF Bz assumes
highly negative values and the storm main phase onset, SL1089 underwent a drastic and severe altitude
decay. Although there were a couple of moderate storms in September 2024, drag effects caused by those
events are not clearly seen in the figure. In addition, Figure 2(d) shows that the satellite’s velocity starts
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to increase with orbital decay because its gravitational potential energy becomes kinetic energy (Prölss,
2011). Possible reasons and implications of this sudden orbital decay will be discussed below.

3 DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION, AND SUGGESTIONS
Space Era is defined to have begun with the launching of Sputnik, the first satellite sent to space (Launius,
2004). Sputnik was launched in 1957, the solar maximum year of SC19 (Clette et al., 2023). Ephemeris data
provided by one of the first Sputnik satellites was used by Jacchia (1959) to arguably observe storm-time
drag effects in LEO for the first time in history. Curiously, the highest yearly sunspot number observation
also occurred in SC19 during 1957 (Clette et al., 2023). Zesta and Oliveira (2019) define geomagnetic
storms with Dst/SYM-H indices below the threshold of –250 nT to cause extreme effects on thermospheric
neutral mass density and subsequent satellite orbital drag (Oliveira and Zesta, 2019), and it is well known
that higher density enhancements result from more intense storms (Krauss et al., 2018; Oliveira and
Zesta, 2019; Krauss et al., 2020). Although Meng et al. (2019) reported on the occurrence of nearly 40
extreme geomagnetic storms recorded with minimum Dst < –250 nT since the IGY, there are very few
extreme events available to be studied with thermospheric neutral mass data derived from drag acceleration
data collected by high-accuracy accelerometers. Oliveira and Zesta (2019) and Zesta and Oliveira (2019)
identified only 7 extreme events recorded by CHAMP and GRACE since early 2000’s. As pointed out
by Oliveira et al. (2021), this makes our understanding of extreme storm-time thermospheric dynamic
response and subsequent enhanced satellite orbital drag effects quite limited. Therefore, more extreme
geomagnetic storms are needed to enhance our understanding of the effects described above.

Oliveira et al. (2021) suggested two possible paths that can be undertaken in order to improve our
understanding of extreme satellite orbital drag: look into extreme events and superstorms of the past or
expect for new extreme events in the upcoming solar cycles. The first approach was already taken by
Oliveira et al. (2020), who studied drag effects in LEO on hypothetical satellites flying in the atmosphere
during three historical superstorms (October/November 1903; September 1909; and May 1921) along with
the well-known, space-era geomagnetic storm of March 1989. The authors defined two storm characteristics:
storm intensity, defined by the minimum Dst value at the beginning of the recovery phase, and storm
duration, defined as the time between the (presumably) impact of the driving CME on the magnetosphere
and the end of the main phase. The authors concluded that storm duration can be more effective in
comparison to storm intensity when determining the severity of drag effects, as occurred in the case of
the March 1989 event. As pointed out by Bhowmik and Nandy (2018), Nandy (2021), McIntosh et al.
(2023), SC25 was expected to be stronger than SC24 based on sunspot number predictions. This magnetic
activity causally connects solar phenomena to direct space weather impacts around planetary objects
such as the Earth and human technologies (Nandy et al., 2023). The National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA) announced on 16 October 2024 that the Sun has reached the peak of SC25 on
15 October 2024 (https://tinyurl.com/3vcpt947). According to the Royal Observatory of
Belgium, the maximum daily count of sunspot numbers in SC24 (167) occurred in January 2014, while the
same for SC25 occurred on 16 October 2024 (https://www.sidc.be/SILSO/datafiles). As
a result, two more extreme geomagnetic storms occurred in SC25: the event of May 2024 (Hayakawa et al.,
2024) and the event of October 2024. We expect more intense solar driven geomagnetic storms to occur
over the next few years around the peak of the current sunspot cycle.

The Starlink event of February 2022 taught us that even a minor/moderate geomagnetic storm can
significantly enhance satellite orbital drag in LEO. For instance, Fang et al. (2022) demonstrated with
Starlink density data and empirical model (NRL-MSISE-00) results that the thermosphere was quite
perturbed between the altitudes of 200 km and 400 km, with density increases of 50%-125% with respect
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to pre-storm values. Since the satellites were flying low in the thermosphere (at altitudes mostly around
200 km), the satellites encountered downfall before the thrusters were activated for further uplift to higher
altitudes (Hapgood et al., 2022). As clearly seen in figure 1 of Oliveira et al. (2021), orbital drag effects
dramatically increase at altitudes below 300 km (see CHAMP and GOCE altitudes during decommissioning)
due to increasing density levels, even during quiet times. Therefore, decommissioning satellite operations
deserve special attention for tracking during orbital decay, particularly during geomagnetic storms for safe
and accurate reentry operations.

SpaceX has made a commitment to safely de-orbit Starlink satellites in a time period of 2-5 years in
order “to keep[ing] space safe, sustainable and accessible, protect[ing] astronauts and satellites in orbit
and the public on the ground”. (https://www.starlink.com/updates). Since SL1089 was
commissioned in October 2020, it was already in reentry process at its fourth lifetime year when the
October 2024 storm took place. As clearly seen in Figure 2(c), SL1089 decayed nearly 200 km within
48 hours (10 October to 12 October). Although the satellite was scheduled to be decommissioned on 22
October 2024, as clearly seen in the smooth altitude decay since early September 2024 and reported by
space-track.org, the satellite reentered on 12 October 2024. Ashruf et al. (2024) attributed the losses
of 12 Starlink satellites to space weather conditions surrounding the 10 May 2024 extreme geomagnetic
storm. However, though the satellites decayed nearly 200 km in 3 days, the authors did not make it clear
whether the satellites had already begun their reentries before the storm. As seen in Figure 2(b), the extreme
storm of October 2024 event had a minimum (quick-look) Dst value of –341 nT. Although the main
phase of extreme geomagnetic storms tend to develop quite fast within a few hours (Aguado et al., 2010;
Cid et al., 2013), the October 2024 event had a relatively long storm development duration (∼11 hours).
Such a combination of storm intensity and duration can cause extreme enhancements of thermospheric
neutral mass density and subsequent orbital drag in LEO (Oliveira et al., 2020). As a result, the extreme
geomagnetic storm of October 2024 cut the reentry process short by 10 days. This observation indicates
that reentry operations of satellites should be monitored closely during storm times, particularly during
extreme events. Such approach will help improve premature losses of satellites, accurate reentry locations,
and effective collision-avoidance procedures. Such extreme orbital decay effects should be considered in
the future since the number of extreme storms and the number of satellites in LEO will be even larger in
the years to come (Oliveira et al., 2021).

Finally, it should be pointed out that this is a preliminary analysis of the premature reentry of Sarlink-1089
in October 2024. This is due to the use of preliminary data (quick-look Dst index, provisional ACE IMF
data), and the current lack of density data provided by the satellite. Therefore, we recommend further
analyses of this event as performed before for the Starlink even of February 2022 by approaching data
analyses and numerical/empirical model investigations (Dang et al., 2022; Fang et al., 2022; Berger et al.,
2023; Baruah et al., 2024).
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