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Abstract This review paper summarizes the research of Mercury’s magnetosphere in the Post-MESSENGER era and compares
its dynamics to those in other planetary magnetospheres, especially to those in Earth’s magnetosphere. This review starts by
introducing the planet Mercury, including its interplanetary environment, magnetosphere, exosphere, and conducting core. The
frequent and intense magnetic reconnection on the dayside magnetopause, which is represented by the flux transfer event
“shower”, is reviewed on how they depend on magnetosheath plasma β and magnetic shear angle across the magnetopause,
following by how it contributes to the flux circulation and magnetosphere-surface-exosphere coupling. In the next, Mercury’s
magnetosphere under extreme solar events, including the core induction and the reconnection erosion on the dayside magne-
tosphere, the responses of the nightside magnetosphere, are reviewed. Then, the dawn-dusk properties of the plasma sheet,
including the features of the ions, the structure of the current sheet, and the dynamics of magnetic reconnection, are summarized.
The last topic is devoted to the particle energization in Mercury’s magnetosphere, which includes the energization of the Kelvin-
Helmholtz waves on the magnetopause boundaries, reconnection-generated magnetic structures, and the cross-tail electric field.
In each chapter, the last section discusses the open questions related to each topic, which can be considered by the simulations
and the future spacecraft mission. We end this paper by summarizing the future BepiColombo opportunities, which is a joint
mission of ESA and JAXA and is en route to Mercury.
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1. Introduction

1.1 Planet Mercury in Solar System

Mercury is the smallest and the innermost planet in the Solar
System. The mean diameter of Mercury is around 4880 km,

which is about 38% of Earth’s diameter (~12,742 km).
Mercury is even slightly smaller than moons such as Gany-
mede (~5262 km) and Titan (~5148 km, Zebker et al.
(2009)). Ganymede is a Galilean moon (Jupiter III), and is
the largest known satellite in the Solar System, while Titan is
the largest satellite of Saturn. Interestingly, Ganymede con-
tains significant amounts of water (Pilcher et al., 1972) and
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Titan contains a subsurface ocean (Grasset et al., 2000; Iess
et al., 2012), while Mercury is a more massive rocky planet
similar to Earth.
Due to its proximity to the Sun, Mercury is difficult to

study with Earth’s ground-based observatories. Figure 1 il-
lustrates the orbits of Mercury and the Earth around the Sun.
Mercury orbits the Sun in a period of ~88 Earth days with an
orbital inclination angle of ~3.38° relative to the Sun’s
equator in the International Celestial Reference Frame
(ICRF). Mercury’s orbital eccentricity (~0.206) is the largest
among the planets in the Solar System. The perihelion of
Mercury’s orbit is ~0.307 AU and the aphelion is ~0.467
AU. The distance from the Sun at perihelion is around two-
thirds of the distance at aphelion. Here, AU is the astro-
nomical unit (~1.496×1011 m), which is the average distance
from Earth to the Sun. Taking Earth’s orbit as a comparison,
the perihelion of the Earth’s orbit is ~0.983 AU and the
aphelion is ~1.017 AU. The distance from the Sun at peri-
helion is ~96.7% of the distance at aphelion with an eccen-
tricity of ~0.0167. Viewed from the Earth, Mercury’s orbit
around the Sun appears to swing back and forth, but never
exceeds 28° of the angular distance. Hence, Mercury is al-
ways near the horizon. When Mercury is west of the Sun, it
appears in the morning sky before sunrise but is soon cov-
ered by the sunlight. When Mercury is east of the Sun, it
appears in the evening sky after sunset and sets soon after.
Therefore, before the invention of the solar telescope, the
best times to view Mercury were only short intervals before
sunrise or after sunset on Earth.
Mercury is the least explored inner planet by spacecraft

missions. Again, because of its proximity to the Sun, a
spacecraft would require a relatively high speed to reach
Mercury and would be difficult to insert into or stay at a
stable orbit around the planet. Only two spacecraft have
visited Mercury so far. The first is Mariner 10 (see, for ex-
ample, Ness et al., 1974), which flew by Mercury three times
in 1974 and 1975. See Russell et al. (1988) and Slavin (2004)
for comprehensive reviews of Mercury’s magnetosphere
after Mariner 10. The second is MESSENGER (Solomon and
Anderson, 2018), which flew by Mercury three times before
it was inserted into a stable orbit on 18 March 2011. MES-
SENGER orbited Mercury over 4000 times in approximately
four years before the spacecraft exhausted its fuel and cra-
shed into Mercury’s surface on 30 April 2015. MESSENGER
provided continuous measurements of the magnetic field
(Anderson et al., 2007) and plasma compositions (Andrews
et al., 2007) around Mercury’s magnetosphere. The Bepi-
Colombo mission is currently en route to Mercury (e.g.,
Milillo et al., 2020), which was launched on 20 October 2018
and is planned to insert into Mercury’s orbit in December
2025. The BepiColombo mission consists of two spacecraft,
which are the Mercury Planetary Orbiter (MPO) and the
Mercury Magnetospheric Orbiter (Mio). When BepiCo-

lombo arrives at Mercury, one spacecraft will serve as a solar
wind monitor to the other inside the magnetosphere.
Mariner 10 discovered the intrinsic magnetic field of Mer-

cury (Ness et al., 1974). Despite its small size and slow ro-
tation (59 Earth days), Mercury has a global intrinsic magnetic
field, which is approximately a magnetic dipole. Mercury’s
magnetic field is in a similar direction as that of the Earth’s
magnetic field but is much weaker (<1% of Earth’s magnetic
field) (Ness et al., 1976; Anderson et al., 2010). Mariner 10
also discovered a few traces of atoms in Mercury’s surface
bounded exosphere (Broadfoot et al., 1976). Later, the Earth-
based telescopes remotely measured a group of planetary-
originated atoms, such as Sodium (Na) (Potter and Morgan,
1985), Potassium (K) (Potter and Morgan, 1986), Calcium
(Ca) (Bida et al., 2000), etc. MESSENGER provided much
more comprehensive measurements of Mercury’s magneto-
sphere and exosphere. The solar wind-magnetosphere-surface
(exosphere) coupling has been extensively investigated and
many meaningful conclusions have been achieved. For ex-
ample, the low solar wind Alfvénic Mach number near Mer-
cury’s orbit significantly influences dayside magnetopause
reconnection. Dayside magnetopause reconnection demon-
strates clear magnetic shear angle dependency and plasma β
dependency. Moreover, Mercury’s plasma sheet has a clear
dawn-dusk asymmetry, with the dawnside plasma sheet being
more dynamic than the duskside plasma sheet. Interestingly,
the duskside plasma sheet is more dynamic in Earth’s mag-
netosphere.

Figure 1 The orbits of Mercury, Venus, Earth, and Mars around the Sun.
These orbits are projected onto the plane of Earth’s orbit, which has an
inclination angle of 7.155° to the Sun’s equator. The black and red dots
represent each planet’s perihelion and aphelion, respectively. The true
anomaly angle (TAA) of Mercury is the counterclockwise angle from the
perihelion as viewed from the north celestial pole. The positions of the
planets and the Sun are obtained through the International Celestial Re-
ference Frame (ICRF), Jet Propulsion Laboratory Planetary and Lunar
Ephemerides, see Park et al. (2021).
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1.2 Purpose and structure of the review

Mercury’s magnetosphere resembles Earth’s magnetosphere
to some extent since both planets possess a global magnetic
field. However, Mercury is closer to the Sun, and therefore, it
encounters different solar wind conditions than Earth’s
magnetosphere. Furthermore, Mercury does not have a dense
atmosphere or ionosphere, but a surface bounded exosphere.
In addition, Mercury has a large conducting core. All of these
attributes make Mercury’s magnetosphere act distinctly from
Earth’s magnetosphere in response to solar wind variations.
This review aims to summarize recent progress in Mercury’s
magnetospheric dynamics and provide useful information for
future investigations such as the BepiColombo mission and
simulations. This review will avoid duplicating the previous
reviews of Mercury’s dynamic magnetosphere, such as the
reviews of Sundberg and Slavin (2015), Slavin et al. (2018),
Korth et al. (2018), Raines et al. (2015). Instead, the review
focuses on the progress after 2015, that is, in the post-
MESSENGER era. Note that Slavin et al. (2021), the most
recent review, reviewed the progress on the Dungey cycle of
Mercury’s magnetosphere. Moreover, it is interesting to
conduct comparative magnetosphere studies. Recently,
Kepko et al. (2015) comparatively investigated dipolariza-
tions of Earth’s and Mercury’s magnetospheres. In this re-
view, we compare the dynamics of Mercury’s magnetosphere
more broadly to those in Earth’s magnetosphere. In some
places, we also compare Mercury’s magnetosphere dynamics
to those in magnetospheres of satellites, other terrestrial
planets, and giant planets.

1.3 Mercury’s interplanetary environment

Mercury is the closest planet to the Sun and as a result,
experiences the strongest driving from the solar wind com-
pared to other planets (see Slavin and Holzer, 1981; Gersh-
man and DiBraccio, 2020). Previous studies have analyzed
in situ measurements from Helios 1 and Helios 2 to in-
vestigate the solar wind of Mercury’s orbital zone (from
~0.31 to 0.47 AU) (Russell et al., 1988; Burlaga, 2001;
Sarantos et al., 2007). Helios 1 provided measurements from
1974 to 1986, and Helios 2 from 1976 to 1980. However,
their data coverages were incomplete for many orbits. To
avoid this issue, we employ the measurements from the latest
Parker Solar Probe (PSP) to investigate the solar wind
parameters of Mercury’s orbital zone. For the solar wind
parameters near Earth’s orbit, the measurements are taken
from the Wind spacecraft. We note that none of Helios 1,
Helios 2, and the PSP provided measurements while MES-
SENGER orbited Mercury.
The PSP was launched on 12 August 2018. It orbits the

Sun in the ecliptic plane, and the deepest perihelion is
scheduled to be less than 10 solar radii (Fox et al., 2016). The

Solar Wind Electrons, Alphas, and Protons (SWEAP) in-
strument suite (Kasper et al., 2016) and the FIELDS instru-
ment suite (Bale et al., 2016) onboard provide plasma and
magnetic field data, respectively. In this work, we use data
taken from the first four orbits. The Wind spacecraft was
launched on 1 November 1994. It had a complicated orbit
around Earth, but has resided at the Lagrange 1 point since
June 2004. Therefore, we select about 15 years’ data since
Wind has reached the Lagrange 1 point for this study. The
SWE Faraday cups measure the reduced distribution func-
tions of solar wind protons and helium ions (Ogilvie et al.,
1995). The magnetic field data are measured by the MFI
(Magnetic Field Investigation) (Lepping et al., 1995).
In Figure 2, the solar wind parameters, including speed,

density, temperature, and the intensity of the interplanetary
magnetic field (IMF), are shown as a function of heliocentric
distances (R) from the Sun from 0.25 to 1.05 AU. In Figure
2a, the mean value of the solar wind speed is ~330 km s−1 in
Mercury’s orbital zone, which is comparable to the value of ~
390 km s−1 at Earth’s orbit. The mean solar wind speed is
almost unchanged from Mercury’s perihelion to Mercury’s
aphelion. The solar wind speed shows a small variation in
Mercury’s orbital zone from ~250 to ~450 km s−1, while the
variation of the solar wind speed near the Earth’s orbit is
broader, i.e., from ~300 to ~800 km s−1.
The mean values of the solar wind density in Mercury’s

orbital zone ranges from ~30 to 120 cm−3 (Figure 2b), which
is six to thirty times the densities (~4.5 cm−3) at Earth’s orbit.
The solar wind density at Mercury’s aphelion (~40 cm−3) is
less than half of the density at perihelion (~100 cm−3). In
Figure 2c, the mean values of the solar wind temperature
range from ~3×104 to ~1.5×105 K in Mercury’s orbital zone,
which is comparable to the mean temperature at Earth’s orbit
(~7.2×104 K). The solar wind temperature decreases from
~1.0×105 K near Mercury’s perihelion to ~3×104 K near
Mercury’s aphelion. The magnetic field strength in Mer-
cury’s orbital zone varies from ~15 to 45 nT (Figure 2d),
which is four to ten times the average magnetic field strength
(~4 nT) at Earth’s orbit. The magnetic field strength near
Mercury’s aphelion is less than half of the field strength near
Mercury’s perihelion.
Figure 3 shows several parameters of the solar wind that

play important roles in controlling the dynamics of planetary
magnetospheres. The first parameter is the convection elec-

tric field, E v B= ×p , in which vp is the solar wind velo-

city and B is the IMF. In the study of Earth’s magnetosphere,
the solar wind convection electric field directly controls the
energy flux that can be transported into the magnetosphere
(Perreault and Akasofu, 1978; Akasofu, 1981), which comes
as a result of magnetopause reconnection (also called the
dayside merging) (Kan and Lee, 1979). Since the re-
connected magnetic field lines connect to the polar cap, the
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cross-polar cap potential (CPCP) is also closely related to the
solar wind convection electric field (Sonnerup, 1974; Kan
and Lee, 1979). The magnetic reconnection in the nightside
plasma sheet (Milan et al., 2006), and the ionospheric con-
ductivity (Kivelson and Ridley, 2008) can both modulate the
values of the CPCP. As a result, the solar wind convection
electric field correlates with the large-scale electric field in
the Earth’s magnetosphere (Lei et al., 1981; Baumjohann and
Haerendel, 1985; Lv and Liu, 2018), and, therefore, influ-
ences the particle motions/trajectories in the magnetosphere.
Moreover, during the active geomagnetic periods induced by
extreme solar wind events, the solar wind convection electric
field is very strong and could even partially penetrate into
Earth’s low-altitude (<1000 km) and low-latitude ionosphere
(Nishida, 1966; Fejer et al., 1979; Huang et al., 2005; Wei et
al., 2009, 2015). This implies that a fraction of the Alfvén
waves injected by the solar wind can overcome the shielding
of the upper ionosphere and penetrate to the low-altitude and
low-latitude ionosphere.
In Figure 3a, the convection electric field ranges from 2 to

10 mV m−1 in Mercury’s orbital zone, which is two to ten
times the convection electric field at Earth’s orbit
(~1 mV m−1). On the other hand, the convection electric field
at Mercury’s perihelion is ~6 to 10 mV m−1, which is several
times the convection electric field at Mercury’s aphelion (~3
mV m−1). The strong convection electric field could lead to
fast convection in Mercury’s magnetosphere.
The second parameter is the solar wind dynamic pressure,

P n mv=d sw sw
2 , where nsw is the solar wind density, and m is

the mass of solar wind species. The solar wind dynamic
pressure is also called the solar wind momentum flux den-
sity. The solar wind dynamic pressure could affect the shape
and the location of magnetopause (Ferraro, 1960; Sibeck et
al., 1991; Shue et al., 1998), and therefore, the size of the
magnetosphere. In addition to the dynamic pressure, the
magnetopause reconnection can erode magnetic flux near the
subsolar magnetopause (Coroniti and Kennel, 1972; Slavin
and Holzer, 1979), which would result in the inward motion
of the dayside magnetopause and the flaring of the nightside
magnetopause. The reconnection effect is discussed in the

Figure 2 The heliocentric variations of (a) the solar wind bulk velocity, (b) the solar wind proton number density, (c) the solar wind proton temperature, and
(d) the interplanetary magnetic field (IMF) intensity. The horizontal axis, Distance, represents the heliocentric distance from the center of the Sun. The
measurements from 0.25 to 0.5 AU are from the Parker Solar Probe (PSP) and the measurements at near 1 AU are from the Wind spacecraft. The value of the
color bar represents the normalization of the data point numbers in each bin to the maximum number among the bins in each vertical column. The vertical
dashed lines represent Mercury’s perihelion (~0.31 AU), Mercury’s aphelion (~0.47 AU), and the average heliocentric distance of Earth (1 AU).
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following sections of solar wind plasma β and Alfvénic
Mach number.
In Figure 3b, the solar wind dynamic pressure in Mercury’s

orbital zone ranges from ~3.5 to ~9.0 nPa, which is around
six to ten times the dynamic pressure at Earth’s orbit (~0.55
nPa). Mercury’s magnetosphere is under much stronger dy-
namic pressure than Earth’s magnetosphere. Furthermore,
the dynamic pressure at Mercury’s perihelion (~9.0 nPa) is
several times the dynamic pressure at Mercury’s aphelion.
The other two parameters shown in Figure 3 are the solar

wind plasma β (Figure 3c), which is the ratio of the plasma
thermal pressure to the magnetic pressure, and the solar wind
Alfvénic Mach number (Figure 3d). The solar wind Alfvénic
Mach number is the ratio of solar wind speed to the Alfvén
speed, Vsw/VA, where the Alfvén speed is

µ n mV B= / pA 0 sw . The plasma β positively correlates with
the Alfvénic Mach number in some extent, that is, the
smaller the plasma β the smaller the Alfvénic Mach number.

The Alfvénic Mach number negatively correlates with the
Alfvén speed, that is, the smaller the Alfvénic Mach number
the larger the Alfvén speed. The plasma β and the Alfvén
speed can influence the magnetic reconnection both in the
matters of the reconnection rate and the occurrence of the
magnetic reconnection (Sonnerup, 1979; Paschmann et al.,
1986; Ding et al., 1992; Scurry et al., 1994). The outflows of
magnetic reconnection transport magnetic flux at the rate of
the upstream Alfvén speed (Sonnerup, 1979). Therefore, the
higher the upstream solar wind Alfvén speed, the stronger
the reconnection outflow speed, which corresponds to a
larger reconnecting electric field (Erec) and reconnection
rates. The reconnection rate refers to the rate of annihilation
of magnetic flux (FB) during the magnetic reconnection
(dFB/dt~Erec). This review also uses the dimensionless re-
connection rate, which can be calculated through several
equivalent methods (see, for example, Sonnerup et al., 1981).
We often employ the ratio of BN/Binflow to calculate the di-
mensionless reconnection rate with magnetic field mea-

Figure 3 The heliocentric variations of (a) the solar wind convection electric field (E v B= ×p ), (b) the solar wind dynamic pressure ( )n m v ,p p p
2 (c) the

solar wind plasma β, and (d) the solar wind Alfvénic Mach number ( )V v/ .pAlfven Only the measurements of protons were considered for the parameters in this

figure. This figure is in the same format as Figure 2.
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surements, where BN is the normal component of the mag-
netic field in the reconnecting current sheet and Binflow is the
magnetic field intensity in the reconnection inflow region. In
Figure 3c, the plasma β in Mercury’s orbital zone ranges
from ~0.2 to ~1.0. The plasma β at Earth’s orbit is ~0.7.
In addition to the above discussions, the intensity of the

solar wind number density, solar wind speed, and Alfvénic
Mach number can influence viscous-like processes near the
magnetopause, for example, the Kelvin-Helmholtz (K-H)
instability. Despite the orientation of the IMF playing an
important role in the occurrence of K-H instability on the
magnetopause boundaries (e.g., Hasegawa et al., 2006), the
increase of solar wind speed, solar wind number density, and
Alfvénic Mach number enhance the occurrence rate of K-H
waves near the Earth’s magnetopause (Kavosi and Raeder,
2015).

1.4 Mercury’s magnetic field and magnetosphere

Mercury’s global intrinsic magnetic field has a dipole mo-
ment of around 190 nT∙RM3. The dipole center is offset
approximately 479 km northward from the planet’s center
and the tilt of the magnetic pole relative to the planet’s spin
axis is less than 0.8° (Anderson et al., 2012). The polarity of
Mercury’s magnetic field is similar to that of Earth’s dipole
magnetic field. However, the magnetic field intensity near
Mercury’s magnetic equatorial plane is around 200 nT,
which is less than 1% of the magnetic field strength of
3.05×104 nT at the Earth’s equatorial plane. The weak
magnetic field interacts with the solar wind forming a rela-
tively small magnetosphere, although it is still able to se-
parate the shocked solar wind above the planet’s surface at an
altitude of ~1200 km (e.g., Siscoe et al., 1975; Slavin et al.,
2009). While structures of Mercury’s magnetosphere re-
semble Earth’s magnetosphere in many aspects, Mercury
does not have a corotation region above the surface. Mercury
spins very slowly at a period of ~59 Earth days. The cor-
otation region, which is primarily controlled by the electric
field due to the planet’s spin, if it exists, would be beneath the
surface of Mercury. Furthermore, whether a radiation belt,
either long-survived or transient, can survive in Mercury’s
magnetosphere is still an open question.
Although the subsolar magnetopause (RSS) of Mercury is

normally above the surface, the small intrinsic magnetic field
intensity, strong solar wind dynamic pressure, small solar
wind plasma β, and slow spin of the planet together cause the
subsolar magnetopause of Mercury to be located very close
to the planet’s surface.
We can apply the classic Chapman-Ferraro sixth-root re-

lationship to estimate the RSS for planetary magnetospheres.
The Chapman-Ferraro relationship assumes a balance of the
solar wind dynamic pressure and the total pressure inside the
planetary magnetospheres.

C u nk T B µ R= + / 2 . (1)2
B eq

2
0 SS

6

On the left-hand side, the solar wind dynamic pressure ρu2

converts into plasma thermal pressure at the RSS with an
efficiency of C. The n and T are the plasma density and
temperature in the magnetosphere side at the RSS. The kB is
the Boltzmann constant. The planetary magnetic field in-
tensity at the RSS is B R/eq SS

3 , in which the Beq is the magnetic
field intensity at the magnetic equator of the planet’s surface.
Therefore, the RSS can be calculated

( )R
B

µ C u nk T
=

2
. (2)SS

eq
2

0
2

B

1/ 6

In the magnetospheres of Mercury and Earth, the thermal
pressure, nkBT, in the magnetosphere side at the RSS, is much
smaller than the magnetic pressure, and therefore, can be
ignored. In Figure 2, the dynamic pressure ranges from 3.5 to
9 nPa near Mercury’s orbit, the RSS is estimated to be from
0.14 to 0.34 RM above the planet’s surface with the efficiency
(C) of 0.8. In the case of Earth’s magnetosphere, the RSS is
estimated to be from ~9.7 RE above the planet’s surface. In
observations, the RSS is located at a distance of ~0.45 RM
above Mercury’s surface. In the Earth’s magnetosphere, the
subsolar magnetopause is around 10 RE above Earth’s sur-
face.
The fundamental flux circulation in the magnetospheres of

Earth and Mercury is called the Dungey cycle (Dungey,
1961). As illustrated in Figure 4, the Dungey cycle starts at
magnetic reconnection on the dayside magnetopause, where
the IMF and the planetary magnetic field reconnects result-
ing in open field lines with one end connecting to the solar
wind and the other end to the planetary magnetic field. The
open field lines convect anti-sunward and transport magnetic
flux to the nightside lobes (Figure 4a, the growth phase). The
cross-tail electric field convects the open field lines in the
lobes toward the plasma sheet in the magnetic equatorial
plane, where magnetic reconnection closes the open field
lines and convects the closed field lines to replenish the
dayside magnetosphere (Figure 4b and 4c, the expansion
phase and recovery phase). The entirety of this magnetic flux
circulation constitutes the Dungey cycle.
The flux circulation of the Dungey cycle is revealed as the

two cell convection patterns of the plasma flows in the io-
nosphere. The cell convection starts as plasma flows across
the polar cap in the anti-sunward direction, which is driven
by the reconnection on the dayside magnetopause. When the
flow reaches the nightside auroral region, it returns to the
dayside along the auroral ovals on both the dawnside and
duskside, which is driven by the reconnection in the night-
side plasma sheet (Siscoe and Huang, 1985; Crooker, 1992;
Zhang et al., 2015). The investigations of plasma flows in the
plasma sheet during the phases of the substorm can be found
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in Juusola et al. (2011a, 2011b) and Sun et al. (2017a), in
which the sunward plasma flows are observed to replenish
the dayside magnetosphere. However, the situation might
vary in Mercury’s magnetosphere. The slow rotation of
Mercury and the relatively large volume of Mercury in the
magnetosphere would cause a portion of plasma flows driven
by the nightside reconnection to directly impact the planet’s
surface (see Dewey et al., 2020), which would constrain their
ability in returning the magnetic flux to the dayside mag-
netosphere.
The flux circulation corresponds to several magneto-

spheric response modes, including the substorm, the steady
magnetospheric convection, and the sawtooth event. The
substorm is the most well-known mode. The substorm is
accompanied by many dynamics in the magnetosphere, and
the magnetic flux loading-unloading in the lobes corresponds
to the magnetic energy store and release. From Figure 4a to
4b, the open field lines accumulate in the lobe, which cor-
responds to the magnetic flux loading. From Figure 4b to 4c,
the accumulated magnetic flux is released by magnetic re-
connection in the plasma sheet, which corresponds to the
magnetic flux unloading and produces structures known as
dipolarizations, flux ropes and high speed flows.
The duration of the flux loading-unloading process can be

roughly estimated from the loaded flux in the lobe (ΔΨ)
divided by the CPCP (Φ)

T = / . (3)load

The CPCP corresponds to the rate of magnetic flux
transporting from the dayside magnetosphere to the nightside
lobes. Here we take Mercury and Earth as examples to es-
timate Tload. At first, the magnetic flux in one lobe can be
estimated from

R B= 0.5 . (4)Tail
2

Lobe

At Mercury, RTail~2.5 RM, BLobe~50 nT, Ψ~3 MWb. At
Earth, RTail~20 RE, BLobe~30 nT, Ψ~760 MWb. If the lobe
flux was enhanced by 20%, the loaded magnetic flux (ΔΨ)
would be ~0.6 MWb at Mercury and ~150 MWb at Earth.
Secondly, we estimate the value of the CPCP. As discussed in
Section 1.3, the CPCP is controlled by several factors. Here
we simply estimate the CPCP according to the scale of the
dayside magnetopause X-line. In Figure 3a, the solar wind
convection electric field is ~4 mV m−1 near Mercury’s orbital
zone and ~1 mV m−1 near Earth’s orbit, considering the ex-
tent of X-lines of ~1.0 RM and 8 RE, the CPCP is ~10 kV in
Mercury’s magnetosphere and ~50 kV in Earth’s magneto-
sphere. Therefore, dividing ΔΨ byΦ, the loading period Tload
can be calculated to be 60 s in Mercury’s magnetosphere and
50 min in Earth’s magnetosphere. The period of the loading-
unloading can be obtained by simply doubling the Tload,
which is around two minutes in Mercury’s magnetosphere
and around two hours in Earth’s magnetosphere.
In Mercury’s magnetosphere, MESSENGER measure-

ments have revealed that the magnetospheric substorm per-
sists for one to three minutes (Slavin et al., 2010a). In Earth’s

Figure 4 The evolution of Mercury’s magnetosphere during a substorm. The location of the magnetopause, the occurrence of dayside magnetopause
reconnection, the shape of the plasma sheet, and relative locations of three events observed by MESSENGER at the start of the substorm (a) growth phase, (b)
expansion phase, and (c) recovery phase. The red dot represents Event I, during which MESSENGER was located in the plasma sheet during the substorm.
The green dot represents Event II, during which MESSENGER moved from the plasma sheet into the lobe during the growth phase and moved back into the
plasma sheet during the expansion phase. The blue dot represents Event III, during which MESSENGER was located in the lobe during the growth phase and
entered the plasma sheet during the expansion phase. The whole process takes 1 to 3 min in Mercury’s magnetosphere compared to 1 to 3 hours in Earth’s
magnetosphere. This figure is revised from Sun et al. (2015b).
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magnetosphere, both Earth-based and spacecraft measure-
ments have demonstrated that the magnetospheric substorm,
which corresponds to flux loading-unloading in the lobe,
could persist for one to three hours (Akasofu, 1964; Rostoker
et al., 1980; Huang et al., 2003). The above estimations are
consistent with these observations. In the magnetospheres of
the giant planets, the flux loading-unloading driven by the
solar wind-magnetosphere reconnection could persist for
several Earth days.

1.5 Mercury’s neutral exosphere

The Ultraviolet Spectrometers of Mariner 10 discovered
Hydrogen (H) and Helium (He) in Mercury’s surface boun-
ded exosphere. The measurement of Oxygen (O) was de-
scribed as “a tentative identification” due to a low signal-to-
noise ratio (Broadfoot et al., 1976). Starting in the 1980s, the
Earth-based solar telescopes began to take spectroscopy
images of Mercury’s exosphere, and the emissions of So-
dium (Na) (Potter and Morgan, 1985), Potassium (K) (Potter
and Morgan, 1986), and Calcium (Ca) (Bida et al., 2000)
were discovered. The Mercury Atmospheric and Surface
Composition Spectrometer (MASCS) (McClintock and
Lankton, 2007) onboard MESSENGER detected several
other species in Mercury’s exosphere, including Magnesium
(Mg) (McClintock et al., 2009), Manganese (Mn), and
Aluminum (Al) (Vervack Jr et al., 2016). These measure-
ments reveal that Mercury’s exosphere is tenuous. The
exospheric particles have long mean free paths and they
more likely collide with the planet’s surface rather than with
each other.
Mercury’s exosphere is supplied by both external and in-

ternal sources, which share many similarities with the Earth’s
Moon despite the Moon not having a global magnetic field.
The external sources include solar wind, meteoroids, mi-
crometeoroids, and comets. The internal sources are particles
released from the planet’s surface through a variety of pro-
cesses, including thermal desorption, photon-stimulated
desorption, electron-stimulated desorption, ion sputtering,
micrometeoroid impact vaporization, and diffusion from the
interior or the regolith.
Thermal desorption releases particles due to the high

temperature of the surface, and the released particles then
surround the surface since they contain very low energy
(<eV). The photon-stimulated desorption corresponds to a
process in which a bound electron in an atom absorbs solar
ultraviolet emission. The atom becomes more energetic and
escapes from the solid surface but is still in a bound state
(Yakshinskiy and Madey, 1999). In electron-stimulated
desorption (ESD), high-energy electrons (a few eV) neu-
tralize surface ions, mostly Alkaid ions, which provide par-
ticles to the exosphere.
The solar wind sputtering corresponds to a process

whereby the solar wind energetic particles (~1 keV) bom-
bard the regolith and release particles. The sputtered particles
gain relatively high energy (> a few eV up to 100 eV)
through momentum transferred from the solar wind particles.
Under most circumstances, the solar wind particles impact
the high latitude cusp regions, which are controlled by both
the planetary magnetic field and the solar wind convection
electric field. The double-peaked sodium emissions on the
northern and southern high-latitude regions imaged by the
Earth-based telescopes are possibly due to the solar wind
sputtering (Potter et al., 2006; Leblanc et al., 2009; Mangano
et al., 2015; Orsini et al., 2018; Milillo et al., 2020) but still
lack in situ evidence.
The micrometeoroid impact vaporization is similar to the

solar wind sputtering in the sense of momentum transfer.
However, the micrometeoroids are non-ionized and would
not be influenced by the planetary magnetic field and the
convection electric field. Therefore, the micrometeoroid
impact could impact most places on the planet’s surface.
Since Mercury orbits the Sun at a speed of tens of kilometers
per second, the moving forward portion on the dawnside has
a higher chance of being bombarded with micrometeoroids.
The bombard is expected to be significant toward the
nightside when Mercury approaches the aphelion and the
dayside when Mercury approaches the Sun (Pokorný et al.,
2017). In addition, micrometeoroids are much heavier and
larger in scale than solar wind particles. Many models sug-
gest that the impact of micrometeoroids could release a
component of neutrals with a much higher temperature
(~3000 to 6000 K) (e.g., Killen et al., 2018). As a result,
these atoms could reach a higher altitude (>1000 km) than
those neutrals released during photon-stimulated desorption,
electron-stimulated desorption, and thermal desorption.
We note that the above processes, including solar wind

sputtering, micrometeoroid impact vaporization, photon-sti-
mulated desorption, and thermal desorption, mostly eject
neutrals from the regolith. Ions only take account for a small
fraction (<10%) (Benninghoven, 1975; Hofer, 1991; Elphic
et al., 1993). However, some experimental results suggest
that the electron stimulated desorption releases particles
from the regolith, particularly in the ionic form (~10%)
(McLain et al., 2011) (Table 1).
For the notable gasses (Helium, He and Argon, Ar), the

diffusion or degassing of the radiogenic He from the planet’s
interior can be an important source (Hodges, 1975; Goldstein
et al., 1981). For example, Goldstein et al. (1981) estimated
that the radiogenic supply of He could be >10% of the solar
wind supply. The contribution from the diffusion to the Na
and the K was still under debate. Sprague (1990) suggested
that the diffusion occurring at the regolith is the dominant
source for the exosphere. While other studies (Killen and
Morgan, 1993) argued that the regolith diffusion was over-
estimated in contributing to the exosphere. However, several
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studies suggest that the diffusion of atoms from the interior
to the surface could enhance the effectiveness of thermal
desorptions (see Salvail and Fanale, 1994; Killen et al.,
2007).
Mercury’s neutral exosphere, including Na, Ca, and K,

exhibits seasonal repetitive variations in a period of Mercury
orbital period, ~88 Earth days. The intensity of the neutral
exosphere reaches a maximum when Mercury is located in
the true anomaly angle (TAA) of 75° and 255° (Figure 1).
This repetitive seasonal variation was induced by the thermal
and photon stimulated desorption. In the TAA of 75° and
255°, the resonance wavelengths of the elements were shif-
ted from the dips in the Fraunhofer lines of the solar irra-
diances to both edges due to the Doppler shift. The higher
intensity of the solar irradiances near the edges of the
Fraunhofer lines is responsible for the stronger emissions of
Mercury’s exospheric particles.

1.6 Ions in Mercury’s magnetosphere

The measurements from the Fast Imaging Particle Spectro-
meter (FIPS) onboard MESSENGER have revealed the
distribution of ion species in Mercury’s magnetosphere
(Zurbuchen et al., 2008, 2011). The distributions of several
ion species are shown in Figures 5 and 6 (Raines et al., 2011,
2013). The Na+-group with mass per charge (m q−1) from 21
to 30, including Na+, Mg+, Al+, and Si+, was found to be the
most abundant planetary ion population (Figure 5a to 5c).
The O+-group with m q−1 from 14 to 20, including O+ and
water group ions, is the second most abundant planetary ion
population (Figure 5d to 5f). The Na+-group and O+-group
appeared throughout Mercury’s magnetosphere and were
enhanced in several regions, including the northern cusp, the
pre-midnight (duskside) plasma sheet, the nightside southern
high-latitude region, and the dawn terminator. The Na+-
group and O+-group are mostly originated from the planet.
The enhancements in the northern cusp and the dawnside
terminator are consistent with the enhancements of neutrals
in the exosphere. The enhancement in the pre-midnight
plasma sheet can be evidence of the non-adiabatic accel-

eration of the Na+ and O+ in the cross-tail direction (Ip, 1987;
Delcourt et al., 2002; Gershman et al., 2014). At last, the
enhancements of Na+ and O+ in the nightside southern high-
latitude are similar to those energetic ion plumes that have
been observed at Venus and Mars (Luhmann and Kozyra,
1991; Dubinin et al., 2011; Dong et al., 2015). However, this
escaping channel has not been well studied in Mercury’s
magnetosphere. Moreover, Raines et al. (2013) showed that
the average observed density of Na+-group and O+-group
varied with the TAA.
As shown in Figure 6b and 6c, the He+ is evenly distributed

in the magnetosheath and the plasma sheet without notable
dawn-dusk asymmetry. The He+, mostly originating from the
Sun (e.g., Skoug et al., 1999; Lepri and Zurbuchen, 2010;
Gilbert et al., 2012), the planet (surface or exosphere), and
even the picked-up He+ (e.g., Möbius et al., 1985; Gloeckler
et al., 1993), can contribute to the observed He+. The He++ is
commonly observed in Mercury’s magnetosphere (Figure
6d–6f). However, the densities in the magnetosphere are
much lower than the densities in the magnetosheath, which
could be because the He++ are originated from the solar wind.

1.7 Mercury’s conducting core and conductivity profile

Mercury has a large conducting core with a conductivity of
106 S (e.g., Hood and Schubert, 1979), which is composed

of liquid/molten metal (Peale, 1976). Figure 7 shows the
conducting core of Mercury and how the conducting core
responds to the variations in the solar wind (Slavin et al.,
2014; Jia et al., 2019). MESSENGER (Rivoldini and Van
Hoolst, 2013) and Earth-based radar observations (Hauck II
et al., 2013) of Mercury’s gravity and rotation have revealed
a liquid core radius of ~2000 km, 0.82 RM. Measurements of
the induced magnetic fields may also reveal the scales of the
conducting liquid core, though the solid upper layer of the
core would be included. MESSENGER measurements of the
induced magnetic fields reveal a similar scale of the liquid
core radius (~0.85 RM), which varies across studies (Johnson
et al., 2016; Wardinski et al., 2019; Katsura et al., 2021).
Mercury’s liquid core accounts for ~55% of the planet’s

Table 1 Processes contributing to Mercury’s exosphere by internal sources

Processes Released energy Ions percentage (%) Impact regions

Thermal desorption 0.1 eVa) <1 Sunlit surface

Photon stimulated desorption eVb) <1 Sunlit surface

Electron stimulated desorption ~a few eVc) ~10d) Cusp regions/plasma sheet

Ion sputtering Several eV, up to 100 eVe) <10f) Cusp regions/plasma sheet

Micrometeoroid impact vaporization ~10 s to 100 s eVg) <1 More on dawnside surface

a) Hunten et al. (1988); Yakshinskiy and Madey (2000); Leblanc and Johnson (2003). b) McGrath et al. (1986); Yakshinskiy and Madey (1999). c)
Yakshinskiy and Madey (1999, 2004); Johnson et al. (2002). d) Yakshinskiy and Madey (2000); McLain et al. (2011). e) Sigmund (1969); Hofer (1991); Mura
et al. (2007). f) Benninghoven (1975); Hofer (1991); Elphic et al. (1993). g) Morgan et al. (1988); Mangano et al. (2007). The percentages of ions generated
by the thermal desorption, photon stimulated desorption, and micrometeoroid impact vaporization is set to be <1%. There are still lacking exact values on the
portion of ions released by these processes.
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volume, which is the largest among the planets in the Solar
System. Recently, some studies have indicated that Mercury
has a solid inner core with a radius of 30% to 70% of the
liquid core (Genova et al., 2019). For comparison, Earth’s
liquid core has a radius of ~3480 km, which accounts for
~16% of the Earth’s volume. The solid inner core of the
Earth has a radius of ~1221 km, which accounts for ~35% of
the entire liquid core (Alfè et al., 2007).
The conductivity of Mercury’s mantle and crust is dis-

cussed in several models. In Verhoeven et al. (2009), the
conductivity of the mantle increases from ~10−7 to
~10−2 S m−1 at depths of ~100 to ~500 km. The conductivity
of the crust is ~10−11 S m−1 near the surface. However, the
crustal conductivity could be significantly different in the
model of metal-rich chondrite (Taylor and Scott, 2005).
The understanding of the core and the conductivity profile

of the planets are important in many aspects. In the case of
Mercury, the dynamo models on the generation mechanisms
of Mercury’s intrinsic magnetic field require accurate mea-

surements of the core (Christensen, 2006; Takahashi and
Matsushima, 2006). On the other hand, Mercury’s interior
has cooled more rapidly than the Earth’s interior. The study
of Mercury’s interior can also help understand the evolution
of the Earth’s magnetic field. Mercury’s liquid core is highly
conducting with a conductivity of ≥106 S (Verhoeven et al.,
2009). As a result, the conducting core responds to the ex-
ternal solar wind variations and, in turn, influences magne-
tospheric dynamics, which is illustrated in Figure 7 and is
discussed in Glassmeier et al. (2007), Slavin et al. (2014,
2019), and Jia et al. (2019).
How field-aligned currents, such as Birkeland currents and

the substorm current wedge, close without an ionosphere in
Mercury’s magnetosphere is an interesting topic. Anderson
et al. (2014) proposed that the field-aligned current flows
radially through the planet’s low-conductivity crust until
reaching the highly conducting core. The current then flows
laterally from dawn to dusk through the more conductive
material and flows upward through the low-conductivity

Figure 5 The distribution of Na+-group ((a)–(c)) and O+-group ((d)–(f)) heavy ions in Mercury’s magnetosphere as functions of altitude (km) and local time
(h). The Na+-group includes ions with m q−1 from 21 to 30, and the O+-group with m q−1 from 14 to 20. This figure shows the observed density of the ions (see
Raines et al., 2011, 2013). This figure includes the data collected from 25 March 2011 to 31 December 2011, corresponding to 3.1 Mercury years. The
numbers in the figure represent the enhancement features of the Na+-group and O+-group. The numbers 1 and 2 indicate the enhancements at high latitudes
centered at local time ~10:30 hr and 19:00 hr, respectively. The numbers 3 and 4 indicate the enhancements around the dawn terminator and pre-midnight
plasma sheet around the equator. The number 5 indicates an enhancement in an altitude of ~6000 km and high latitudes. This figure is adapted from Raines et
al. (2013), and more information can be found in Raines et al. (2013).
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crust again, completing the closure of field-aligned current
(see also, Janhunen and Kallio, 2004). The net electric
conductance is estimated to be ~1 S. On the other hand, some
studies indicate that due to the ionization of sodium or other
atoms in Mercury’s exosphere, a Pedersen conductivity can
be defined since the newly created ions and electrons would
be displaced a finite distance along the electric field and form
an electric current. Note for the case in Mercury’s magne-
tosphere; the electric field can be contributed by the con-
vection electric field and the electric field associated with
surface potential. This process is called pickup conductivity,
which was first proposed for the partially ionized ionosphere
of Io (Goertz, 1980; Ip and Axford, 1980). Cheng et al.
(1987) discussed the pickup conductivity in Mercury’s
exosphere. In the pickup process, the equivalent integrated
Pedersen conductivity Σp can be estimated by,

N m c B= / , (5)p i i0
2 2

where N0 is the column density of the neutral atom. mi is the
mass of the atom. c is the light speed. τi is the ionization time
scale. B is the magnetic field intensity. For sodium in the
polar region, N0 is on the order of ~1011 atoms cm−2. τi is

~104 s. B is ~400 nT. We then can obtain a Σp value of
~0.04 S. On the dayside equatorial region, the pickup Ped-
ersen conductivity can reach a value of ~0.3 S. On the night
side, the value should be much smaller than 0.04 S.
Considering that the Birkeland currents were distributed on

the polar region, the pickup Pedersen conductivity might be
able to close part of the field-aligned currents. The substorm
current wedge is distributed on the nightside (Sun et al.,
2015a; Poh et al., 2017a; Dewey et al., 2020). The pickup
Pedersen conductivity can play a minor effect. However, some
simulation studies indicate that under particular conditions,
the dense sodium exosphere and the Pedersen and Hall cur-
rents might also close a large portion of the field-aligned
current (Exner et al., 2020), which desires evidence from the
observations. Another factor that still has not been carefully
considered is how the electric field associated with surface
potential influences the closure of the field-aligned current.
The surface of Mercury can be charged by the solar radiation
and plasma precipitation, similar to the situations at Moon (e.
g., Manka, 1973; Freeman and Ibrahim, 1975; Halekas et al.,
2008). However, modeling and observations of Mercury’s
surface potential and the electrostatic fields are still missing.

Figure 6 The distribution of He+ ((a)–(c)) and He++ ((d)–(f)) ions in Mercury’s magnetosphere in the same format as Figure 5. The numbers 4 and 5
indicate the same enhancements of He++ as the Na+-group and O+-group. The number 6 indicates the enhancement in the magnetosheath. The number 7
indicates the enhancements of He++ in the orbits with an overall higher density. This figure is adapted from Raines et al. (2013), and more information can be
found in Raines et al. (2013).
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2. Flux transfer event “showers”

2.1 Flux transfer event and magnetic flux rope

Magnetic flux ropes are fundamental magnetic structures in
space plasma physics and consist of magnetic field lines with
helical topology. A magnetic flux rope is formed between
neighboring reconnection X-lines as illustrated in Figure 8
and see also Lee and Fu (1985) and Raeder (2006), and thus,
the generation of flux ropes frequently requires multiple
reconnection X-line sites. However, in induced magneto-
spheres (Xie and Lee, 2019), or a region with velocity shear
(see, for example, Nykyri and Otto, 2001), helical magnetic
field lines can be generated without reconnection X-lines.

The magnetic flux rope is widely observed throughout the
Solar System and possibly in galaxy clusters (e.g., Ruz-
maikin et al., 1989), and plays an essential role in trans-
porting flux and energy across different kinds of boundaries.
For example, flux ropes are often observed optically in the
Sun’s corona, and interplanetary coronal mass ejections
(ICMEs), one of the most well-known space weather events,
are mostly formed on the solar surface as flux ropes and are
subsequently ejected into interplanetary space (e.g., Cheng et
al., 2017; Hu, 2017).
In planetary magnetospheres with global intrinsic mag-

netic fields, flux ropes have been frequently observed near
the magnetopause and in the plasma sheet. In induced

Figure 7 The response of Mercury’s large iron conducting core to the temporal variations of the solar wind. (a) and (b) are illustrations from Slavin et al.
(2014). (c) and (d) are simulated magnetospheric configurations from Jia et al. (2019). An increase in solar wind pressure drives induction currents on the iron
core (the cyan loops in (a) and (b), the magenta lines in (c) and (d)), which add magnetic flux to the intrinsic magnetic field (the cyan magnetic field lines in
(a) and (b)). Dayside magnetopause reconnection can erode magnetic flux in the dayside magnetosphere, including the induction-created field lines, as shown
in (b). In (c), the color indicates the z-component of magnetic field perturbations (in nT). In (d), the color indicates the current density in the y-direction (in
nA m−2). The panels (c) and (d) are from the global MHD model of Mercury’s magnetosphere, in which the planetary conducting core is included and
electromagnetically couples to the surrounding plasma environment (Jia et al., 2015, 2019). Dong et al. (2019) provide another version of Mercury’s
magnetosphere, which employs the ten-moment multifluid model and also couples to a conducting core.
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magnetospheres of Venus and Mars, flux ropes have been
observed within the ionosphere (Russell and Elphic, 1979;
Vignes et al., 2004; Bowers et al., 2021) and current sheets in
the draped magnetic field (Eastwood et al., 2012; Zhang et
al., 2012; Hara et al., 2017). Flux ropes near the magneto-
pause are known as the flux transfer events (FTEs), which
were first observed on Earth’s dayside magnetopause
(Haerendel et al., 1978; Russell and Elphic, 1978), and then
in the magnetospheres of Jupiter, Mercury, and Saturn (see
Table 2 for more information). FTEs are generated during the
magnetic reconnection between the IMF and the magneto-
spheric magnetic field. Inside FTEs, magnetic field lines
have one end connected to the solar wind and the other to
planetary magnetic fields (as illustrated in Figure 8). In
spacecraft measurements, FTEs have bipolar signatures in
the magnetic field component that is normal to the magne-
topause surface, and enhancements in the magnetic field
intensity towards the center of the structure.
FTEs play essential roles in planetary magnetospheres in

many aspects. Here we discuss three important processes.
First, FTEs are evidence of the occurrence of magnetic re-
connection under most of the circumstances since they are
believed to be generated by multiple reconnection X-lines.
The direct measurements of the reconnection diffusion re-
gion require extremely high time resolution measurements of
the fields and particles. For example, the NASA Magneto-
spheric Multiscale (MMS) mission (Burch et al., 2016) is
designed to study magnetic reconnection around Earth’s
magnetosphere. However, most of the missions, especially
planetary missions designed for other planets than the Earth,
cannot provide such high-time and high-spatial resolution
measurements. Since FTEs are consequences of magnetic
reconnection, the study of FTEs can reveal the occurrence
and property of magnetic reconnection. However, the oc-
currence of magnetic reconnection does not necessarily
generate FTEs, which we need to keep in mind when ap-
plying FTEs to reveal the occurrence of magnetic re-
connection.
Second, FTEs can transport magnetic flux from the day-

side magnetosphere into the nightside and contribute to the
flux circulation of the Dungey cycle in planetary magneto-
spheres (Section 1.4 introduced the Dungey cycle). Many
studies have investigated the amount of magnetic flux
transported by FTEs in the Dungey cycle. As illustrated in
Figure 9, there are two flux transport models in the planetary
magnetospheres. One is Dungey’s initial single X-line re-
connection (SXR) model (Figure 9a), the other is the mul-
tiple X-lines reconnection model (MXR) (Figure 9b). In the
SXR, magnetic flux is transported by a single X-line re-
connection, which continuously reconnects the magnetic
field lines near the subsolar point (Dungey, 1961). While in
MXR, magnetic flux can be transported by FTEs generated
by the multiple X-lines. In the magnetospheres of Earth,

Jupiter, and Saturn, FTEs can transport only a small amount
of the magnetic flux (<5%) compared to the flux circulation
of the Dungey cycle (see Table 2 for detailed information).
This might indicate that multiple X-line reconnections in-
frequently occur in these planetary magnetospheres.
Third, FTEs can exchange particles between the solar wind

and the planetary magnetospheres. The solar wind particles
can transport along with the open magnetic field lines inside
the FTEs and enter into the magnetosphere, and the mag-
netospheric particles can leak into the magnetosheath along
with the same flux tubes. Because the solar wind particles
can influence the polar-cap regions, the precipitation of the
solar wind particles attracts much attention from researchers.
For example, the footprint of FTEs has been identified in the
Earth’s ionosphere, and FTEs likely enhance the local con-

Figure 8 Multiple X-line reconnections generate flux transfer events
(FTEs) on the dayside magnetopause. The FTE is formed between neigh-
boring X-lines, in which reconnection occurs between the interplanetary
magnetic field and the planetary magnetic field. The figure is adapted from
Lee and Fu (1985).

Figure 9 Schematic illustration of magnetic flux transport from (a) single
X-line reconnection (SXR) model (Dungey, 1961) and from (b) multiple X-
line reconnection (MXR) model (Lee and Fu, 1985). This figure is adapted
from Sun et al. (2020b).
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vection (van Eyken et al., 1984; Goertz et al., 1985; Provan et
al., 1998). The precipitation rates of solar wind particles
depend on the solar wind particle flux and the loss cones of
the injected solar wind particles. As shown in Figures 2 and
3, the solar wind particle flux is highest at Mercury compared
to the other planets in the Solar System. The loss cones rely
on the magnetic field intensities of the planets. Poh et al.
(2018) have demonstrated that the loss cone of the particles
is largest in Mercury’s magnetosphere (~20° to 30° or even
larger) (Korth et al., 2014; Winslow et al., 2014) compared to
other planetary magnetospheres (< a few degrees or smal-
ler). Therefore, a study on how solar wind particles influence
Mercury’s magnetosphere and exosphere could be useful.
We note that the magnetic field topologies inside FTEs are
more complex than what has been discussed here. Some
studies in Earth’s magnetosphere have shown that both ends
of the magnetic field lines could be closed to the planets or
connected to the solar wind (Fu et al., 1990; Pu et al., 2013).
The remaining sections of this chapter discuss the recent

progress on these three questions. However, there are several
other important questions related to FTEs. For example, how
were the FTEs formed? Are they formed by the simultaneous
X-line reconnections (Lee and Fu, 1985) or the sequential X-
line reconnections (Raeder, 2006)? How do the FTEs
evolve? Can the FTEs energize particles, etc. Section 2.6
briefly discusses a few of these questions.

2.2 Cases of flux transfer event showers at Mercury

In spacecraft observations, FTE signatures last approxi-
mately one minute and are separated by tens of minutes in the
magnetospheres of Earth (Lockwood et al., 1995), Jupiter
(Walker and Russell, 1985), and Saturn (Jasinski et al., 2016,
2021). Meanwhile, the formation of FTEs at intrinsically
magnetized planets normally requires magnetic field lines on
the two sides of the dayside magnetopause to be nearly anti-
parallel, i.e., the magnetic shear angle is approximately 180°
(e.g., Kuo et al., 1995). However, in Mercury’s magneto-
sphere, FTE signatures only last around one second and are
separated by a few seconds in spacecraft observations (see

Figure 10 and Russell and Walker, 1985; Slavin et al., 2009).
In particular, FTEs often appear in large numbers (>10) in a
few minutes, which is known as the FTE shower (Slavin et
al., 2012b). Although the occurrence of FTEs is higher as the
magnetic shear angle across the dayside magnetopause be-
comes larger (Leyser et al., 2017), FTE showers have been
observed under the northward IMF on Mercury’s dayside
magnetopause (Figure 10; Slavin et al., 2014; Sun et al.,
2020b).
Figure 10a shows an FTE shower that was observed during

the southward IMF with a magnetic shear angle of ~110°.
The magnetosheath plasma β adjacent to the dayside mag-
netopause was estimated to be ~0.05. In the calculation of
plasma β, the magnetosheath plasma pressure is obtained
through the assumption that pressure is balanced on the
dayside magnetopause and the thermal pressure is negligible
compared to the magnetic pressure in the dayside magneto-
sphere. Figure 10b shows an FTE shower that occurred
during the northward IMF during an ICME impact event.
This event has been analyzed by Slavin et al. (2014). This
FTE shower corresponded to a magnetic shear angle of ~60°
and magnetosheath plasma β of ~0.06 (Slavin et al., 2014). It
can be seen that the magnetosheath plasma β was small in
both FTE showers, which implies that the magnetic re-
connection is nearly symmetric on Mercury’s dayside mag-
netopause and the magnetosheath plasma β could play an
important role in the occurrence of FTE showers.

2.3 Dayside magnetopause reconnection

The investigation of the occurrence of FTEs on the magne-
topause could reveal the properties of magnetic reconnection
because of their close relationship that the FTE is an outcome
of magnetic reconnection. Most of the observations from
Mariner 10 and MESSENGER on Mercury’s dayside mag-
netosphere, for instance, Russell and Walker (1985); Slavin
et al. (2009, 2010b); and Imber et al. (2014), were made
during the southward IMF, while only a few were during
northward IMF conditions, for example, Slavin et al. (2014).
Leyser et al. (2017) have done a statistical study of the FTEs

Table 2 Flux transfer events (FTEs) and their contributions to planetary magnetospheres

Planet Repetition Flux content Polar cap open flux Percentage per FTE Cross-magnetospheric
potential drop Contribution per FTE

Mercury ~10 sa) ~0.02 to 0.4 MWbb) ~2.6 MWbc) ~1% to 3% ~20 kVd) ~6 to 8 kV (~40%)

Earth ~5 mine) ~0.4 to 4 MWbf) ~600 MWbg) ~0.1% to 1% ~80 to100 kVh) ~1 to 10 kV (~1%)

Saturn ~5 mini) ~0.1 to 0.8 MWbj) ~10 to 50 GWbk) ~10−3 to 10−4 ~50 to 200 kVl) ~2 to 9 kV (~1%)

Jupiter ~10 minm) ~0.3 MWbn) ~300 to 500 GWbo) ~10−6 ~100 to 500 kVp) ~1 kV (<1%)

a) Russell and Walker (1985); Slavin et al. (2010b, 2012b, 2014, 2019); Sun et al. (2020b). b) Slavin et al. (2010b, 2019); Imber et al. (2014); Sun et al.
(2020b). c) Slavin et al. (2009, 2010a); Imber and Slavin (2017). d) Slavin et al. (2009); DiBraccio et al. (2015a); Jasinski et al. (2017); Dewey et al. (2018).
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on Mercury’s dayside magnetopause. They have shown that
the FTEs are prevalent during the southward IMF, which
corresponds to the magnetic shear angle larger than 90°.
Leyser et al. (2017) have also shown that the FTEs are ob-
served preferentially on the pre-noon sector of the dayside
magnetopause, which is likely due to the dawnward com-
ponent (−By) bias of the Parker spiral.
Sun et al. (2020b) have surveyed the entire MESSENGER

database from 11 March 2011 to 30 April 2015, which have
identified a total number of 3748 dayside magnetopause
crossings. They have employed an established automatic flux
rope detection technique (Smith et al., 2017a, 2017b) to
identify flux ropes about the dayside magnetopause cross-
ings. They require flux ropes to contain bipolar deflections in
the magnetic field component normal to the magnetopause,
which is coincident with enhancements in either of the other
two field components and the magnetic field intensity. The
bipolar magnetic fields correspond to magnetic field rota-
tions and the enhancement in magnetic field intensity to the
core field. Detailed descriptions can be found in Sun et al.
(2020b). In that study, they investigated the properties of
FTE showers, which are defined as the magnetopause
crossings accompanied by at least ten flux ropes.
The occurrence of FTE showers on Mercury’s dayside

magnetopause crossings is shown as a function of the mag-
netic shear angle and the magnetosheath plasma β in Figure
11. The FTE showers can be observed with magnetic shear
angles from 0° to 180°, and magnetosheath plasma β from
0.1 to 10. Occurrences of the FTE showers increase with
increasing magnetic shear angles (Figure 11a–11c), and de-
creasing plasma β (Figure 11a, 11d, and 11e), with the
highest occurrence of the FTE showers corresponding to a
value of ≥85%, which is located in the region with a mag-
netic shear angle exceeding 150° and a plasma β value less
than 0.5. We note that the occurrence rates are larger than
50%, even for a small magnetic shear angle of ~70°. The
magnetic shear angle dependency of the occurrence of FTEs
in Mercury’s magnetosphere is similar to other planetary
magnetospheres. However, the occurrence of the FTEs also
displays clear plasma β dependency at Mercury.
The curved line in Figure 11a indicates a theoretical rela-

tion of magnetic reconnection between the magnetic shear
angle and the plasma β difference on the two sides of the
reconnecting current sheet (Swisdak et al., 2010),

L= 2 tan 2 , (6)
i

cs

where Lcs is the thickness of the current sheet and λi is the ion
inertial length. The curve corresponds to Lcs/λi=1. The theory

Figure 10 Flux transfer event showers under southward IMF (left panel, 10 April 2011) and northward IMF (right panel, 23 November 2011, adapted from
Slavin et al. (2014)). (a) and (g), proton differential particle flux, unit is (cm−2 s−1 sr−1 keV−1 e); (b) and (h), the observed densities (Raines et al., 2011, 2013)
of proton (H+, black dots) and sodium group ions (Na+-group, gold dots); (c) and (i), magnetic field x-component, Bx; (d) and (j) By; (e) and (k) Bz; (f) and (l)
magnetic field intensity, Bt.
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predicts that the region below the curve favors magnetic
reconnection, and the region above the curve suppresses
magnetic reconnection. The occurrence of the FTE showers
in Figure 11a does show higher values below the curve than
above the curve on the region of large magnetic shear angle
(>110°). However, the occurrence below the curve on the
region of small magnetic shear angle region (<60°) is not
higher than the value above the curve.
The intensity of the IMF is largest (Figure 2d) and the solar

wind plasma β (Figure 3c) is lowest near Mercury’s orbit
compared to other planets in the Solar System. As a result,
the IMF can be easily draped ahead of the dayside magne-
topause and forms a plasma depletion layer (PDL) (see
Gershman et al., 2013). The PDL corresponds to low plasma
β (<0.1) and, therefore, causes the occurrence of magnetic
reconnection on the dayside magnetopause to be less de-
pendent on the magnetic shear angle. Furthermore, the PDL
can contain a higher Alfvén speed, and the dayside magne-
topause reconnection would correspond to a higher re-
connection rate. The results from global magnetohy-
drodynamics (MHD) simulation have indicated that the solar
windMA can influence the occurrence rates of the FTEs, i.e.,
the higher the MA is, the lower the occurrence rates of the
FTEs (Chen C et al., 2019), which is somewhat consistent
with the observations.

2.4 Transport of flux from dayside to nightside

The axial magnetic flux of a single FTE-type flux rope on
Mercury’s dayside magnetopause ranges from 0.02 to 0.05
MWb (Slavin et al., 2010b; Sun et al., 2020b). The loaded
magnetic flux in the lobe has an upper limit value of 1.07
MWb in Mercury’s loading-unloading events (0.69±0.38
MWb) (Imber and Slavin, 2017). In order to estimate the
amount of magnetic flux transported by flux ropes, i.e., the
MXR, during Mercury’s Dungey cycle, we estimate the
number of FTEs during the loading interval (Tloading/Tspacing),
and then multiply it by the mean magnetic flux of FTEs.

T T= / . (7)Flux FTE loading spacing

The Tloading is 115 s, which is the average period of the
loading phase obtained by Imber and Slavin (2017). Figure
12 shows the results of the accumulated magnetic flux by
FTEs as a function of the magnetic shear angle and mag-
netosheath plasma β. The horizontal dashed line represents
the loaded magnetic flux in the lobe (1.07 MWb) in Mer-
cury’s loading-unloading events (Imber and Slavin, 2017).
The FTE’s transported magnetic flux increases with mag-
netic shear angle (0.65 to 0.9 MWb) and does not depend on
magnetosheath plasma β (0.8 MWb). The FTEs can transport
60% to 85% of the magnetic flux that is required by the flux
loading-unloading of Mercury’s Dungey cycle. Therefore,
the results from Figure 12 strongly suggest that the MXR is

the primary magnetic reconnection process in Mercury’s
dayside magnetopause during the FTE shower periods,
which is significantly different from the reconnection model
in the magnetospheres of Earth, Jupiter, and Saturn (see
Table 2 for detail). We note that Fear et al. (2019) argue that
the post-flux rope flux (see Figure 9) can be several times the
flux content inside the flux rope in some cases. Although
Fear et al. (2019) conclude that the magnetic flux related to
FTE-type flux ropes contributes most of the flux transport, it
is the SXR process that transports the majority of the mag-
netic flux in their study.

2.5 Transport particles into magnetosphere

As introduced in Section 2.1, magnetic field lines inside the

Figure 11 The occurrence of FTE showers in Mercury’s dayside mag-
netopause crossings as functions of magnetic shear angle (θ) across the
magnetopause and magnetosheath plasma β. (a) The fraction of dayside
magnetopause crossings that contain FTE showers as a function of both θ
and plasma β. The dashed curve in (a) represents a theoretical relation of θ
and plasma β (Swisdak et al., 2010), above which reconnection is expected
to be suppressed, and below which reconnection is expected to be favored.
(b) Marginal distributions of the number of magnetopause crossings (blue),
FTE showers (green), and (c) occurrence of FTE on θ. (d) Marginal dis-
tributions of the number of magnetopause crossings (blue), FTE showers
(green), and (e) occurrence of FTE on plasma β. This figure is adapted from
Sun et al. (2020b).
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FTEs have one end connected to the solar wind while the
other connected to the planetary magnetosphere. The solar
wind particles travel along the open magnetic field lines and
enter into the magnetosphere. On the other hand, magneto-
spheric particles transport into the magnetosheath along
these open field lines. The footprints of the FTEs have been
identified and investigated in the Earth’s ionosphere. The
footprints of the FTEs are associated with ionospheric flows,
which are thought to be driven by the enhanced solar wind
precipitations (e.g., Lockwood et al., 1990; Fear et al., 2007).
The investigation of the FTEs related particle transport is

important within Mercury’s magnetosphere. First, FTEs are
important magnetic structures on Mercury’s dayside mag-
netopause, as discussed in Section 2.4. Second, FTEs can
appear in extremely high frequency and are only separated
by a few seconds. Third, the loss cone of injected solar wind
particles is much higher at Mercury than at Earth, Jupiter,
and Saturn. Fourth, Mercury does not have an intense at-
mosphere, and the solar wind particles with loss cones pre-
cipitate into the surface underneath Mercury’s cusp and
cause sputtering. Since sputtering is an effective way to eject
particles out of the planet’s surface, it could influence the
exospheric dynamics at Mercury in a short time interval
(~10 minutes).
In Figure 10b, Slavin et al. (2014) reported the cusp plasma

filaments at Mercury, which are discrete magnetic field de-
creases that last a few seconds in the spacecraft’s measure-
ments and contain magnetosheath particles. These magnetic
decreases are termed cusp plasma filaments since they ap-
pear near or in the cusp region. Poh et al. (2016) investigated
the cusp plasma filaments in a larger dataset. They found that
the cusp plasma filaments have scales larger than the gyro-

radii of the background protons, and the filaments contain
plasmas that have similar properties as the magnetosheath
plasma. They even identified several flux ropes among those
plasma filaments. As shown in Figure 13, Poh et al. (2016)
estimated a precipitation rate on the surface beneath the cusp
from the cusp filaments of ~2.7×1025 s−1, which is around an
order of magnitude larger than the average precipitation rates
obtained from averaging over the entire cusp region (Win-
slow et al., 2012, 2013).
The investigation of Poh et al. (2016) implies that the cusp

plasma filaments map to FTEs at the magnetopause. The
high precipitation rate associated with the cusp filaments has
important implications for surface sputtering and space

Figure 12 The amount of magnetic flux transported by FTE-type flux ropes during a nominal loading phase of Mercury’s substorms as functions of (a)
magnetic shear angle and (b) magnetosheath plasma β. This figure is adapted from Sun et al. (2020b).

Figure 13 The spatial distribution of the perpendicular thermal pressure
inside cusp plasma filaments. The perpendicular thermal pressure is derived
from the magnetic depression inside the filaments, which are assumed to be
pressure balanced with the surrounding magnetic field. This figure is
adapted from Poh et al. (2016).
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weathering at Mercury.

2.6 Open questions regarding FTE showers

The reviewed works in this subsection are the starts of the
studies of FTE showers in Mercury’s magnetosphere. This
phenomenon desires further investigations, including the
formation and the influence on Mercury’s exosphere and
magnetosphere, etc. This is partly limited by the spacecraft
measurements. In this section, we discuss several open
questions of the FTE showers in Mercury’s magnetosphere.

The first question is related to the FTE showers on nightside
high latitude magnetopause.
An FTE shower was first reported by Slavin et al. (2012b)

on the nightside high latitude magnetopause during a
northward IMF (Figure 14). However, FTE showers on the
nightside high latitude magnetopause have not been well
investigated thus far. Slavin et al. (2012b) showed that the
large number of FTEs analyzed in their study were likely
formed during the high latitude magnetopause reconnection
that is tailward of Mercury’s southern cusp (also called the
cusp reconnection). The origin of the shower is in agreement

Figure 14 An FTE shower on Mercury’s nightside high-latitude magnetopause. (a) The location of MESSENGER in the X′MSO-Y′MSO and Y′MSO-ZMSO
planes, respectively. (b) The magnetic field measurements of the FTE shower. This figure is adapted from Slavin et al. (2012b).
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with the Cooling model (Cooling et al., 2001). However,
whether FTE showers formed on the dayside magnetopause
can be transported to the nightside high latitude magneto-
pause is still unknown.
These high latitude FTEs containing open field lines are

expected to transfer magnetosheath plasma into the high
latitude magnetotail. This transported magnetosheath plasma
can form the plasma mantle, which drifts towards the mag-
netic equatorial plane driven by the cross-tail electric field
and eventually supplies the plasma sheet. Moreover, the in-
jected magnetosheath plasma can directly precipitate into the
polar region. In studies at the Earth, the high-latitude mag-
netopause reconnection can occur continuously for many
hours and inject and accelerate solar wind particles into the
magnetosphere, creating the proton auroral spot (Frey et al.,
2003). In the case of Mercury, the injected and accelerated
solar wind particles can directly precipitate into the planet’s
surface and cause sputtering. Whether this process is an
important source for the neutral sputtering near Mercury’s
polar region is an interesting topic that is yet to be in-
vestigated.
The second open question is the coalescence of FTEs. In

studies of Earth’s magnetopause, it is suggested that the
FTEs start out being small-scale (electron-scale or ion-scale)
and are generated by multiple X-lines in the magnetopause
current layer (e.g., Lee and Fu, 1985; Daughton et al., 2006).
As the FTEs travel along the magnetopause driven by
magnetosheath flow or reconnection outflows, they grow in
scale. Several processes are proposed for this growth. For
example, multiple X-lines may continuously occur as the
FTEs travel along the magnetopause (Paschmann et al.,
1982; Akhavan-Tafti et al., 2020), or within a chain of FTEs,
neighboring FTEs are forced to merge into larger FTEs, in a
process called coalescence (Biskamp and Welter, 1980;
Dorelli and Bhattacharjee, 2009; Fermo et al., 2011; Hoili-
joki et al., 2017).
FTE showers at Mercury contain extremely frequent flux

ropes separated by only a few seconds, which makes Mer-
cury’s magnetopause an ideal environment to investigate the
merging of flux ropes. Figure 15 shows examples of coa-
lescence on Mercury’s magnetopause (see also, Zhong et al.,
2020b). In coalescence, multiple flux ropes merge into a
single larger flux rope. In Figure 15, several large-scale FTEs
contain at least three small-scale flux ropes, which are likely
to merge. In this case, secondary reconnection would occur
between neighboring flux ropes, which is a complicated
scenario that might require three-dimensional analysis. This
process would be very consequential as particles would be
energized, accompanying the formation of a larger scale flux
rope.
The third open question is on the formation mechanism of

flux ropes along Mercury’s dayside magnetopause. Lee and
Fu (1985) proposed the simultaneous X-line reconnection, in

which a magnetic flux rope forms in between two X-lines
that occur simultaneously. Raeder (2006) proposed a sce-
nario of sequential X-line reconnections. In this model, one
X-line occurs and convects to high latitude due to the mag-
netosheath shear flow, and subsequently, another X-line oc-
curs in the initial place of the first X-line resulting in a flux
rope between the two X-lines. In the latter model, the non-
zero dipole tilt is crucial since it requires that the stagnation
point of the magnetosheath flow does not overlap with the
reconnection X-line, i.e., the largest magnetic shear angle
between the IMF and the planetary magnetic field. Studies in
Earth’s magnetosphere have shown that sequential X-lines
could generate flux ropes near the dayside magnetopause
(Hasegawa et al., 2010; Zhong et al., 2013). However, the
dipole almost aligns with the rotation axis at Mercury.
Therefore, we would expect sequential X-line reconnections
to be limited in Mercury’s magnetosphere.
We can also apply the theory of tearing instability on

Mercury’s dayside magnetopause. The tearing instability
grows fast and can form a chain of secondary islands, i.e.,
ion-scale or electron-scale flux ropes. Loureiro et al. (2007)
showed that the wavenumber scales S3/8, where S is the
Lundquist number. Here we make a simple estimation: the
Lundquist number S is approximately ~(L/di)

2, in which L is
the extent of the thin current sheet, di is the ion inertial
length. On Mercury’s dayside magnetopause, we assume
L~1 RM, ion density ~50 cm−3. The Lundquist number,
therefore, is S~4×103, and if the tearing instability occurred,
the wavelength of the secondary island generated by the
tearing instability is 2πL/S3/8, which corresponds to a length
of ~600 km. The scale of flux ropes along Mercury’s dayside
magnetopause is ~500 to 1000 km, which is a similar scale of
the wavelength derived from the tearing instability. This
consistency could imply that the tearing instability can in-
deed occur on Mercury’s dayside magnetopause, which in-
dicates that simultaneous X-line reconnection can account
for the formation of the large-number and high-frequency of
FTEs during the FTE shower intervals. However, this cer-
tainly deserves a more detailed analysis.

3. Magnetosphere under extreme solar events

3.1 Core induction and reconnection erosion

In chapter 1, we introduced the large metallic core of Mer-
cury, which is highly conducting and can react to the varia-
tions in planetary magnetic fields that are caused either by
the motion of magnetospheric boundaries or the changes of
the large-scale current systems (e.g., Glassmeier et al., 2007;
Heyner et al., 2016). For example, when the solar wind dy-
namic pressure increases, the Chapman-Ferraro current
system on the magnetopause is enhanced, and the magne-
topause moves closer to the surface in response to the out-
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ward pressure enhancement. However, the conducting core
responds to the changes in the magnetic field, i.e., the per-
turbed magnetic field associated with the current enhanced
system, and resists the inward motion of the dayside mag-
netopause. As a result, electric currents appear at the top of
the conducting core and produce a magnetic field in the same
sense as a dipole magnetic field which resists the inward
motion of the dayside magnetopause (Slavin et al., 2014,
2019; Jia et al., 2015, 2019). At times, the induced fields can
be significant compared to the intrinsic magnetic fields and
have significant effects on the global magnetospheric con-
figurations (e.g., Hood and Schubert, 1979; Suess and
Goldstein, 1979; Glassmeier et al., 2007; Jia et al., 2019;
Slavin et al., 2019). The induced fields during the period of
extreme solar events can prevent the motion of the dayside
magnetic field into the nightside or underneath the surface of
the planet.
However, reconnection erosion due to magnetic re-

connection plays the opposite role as induction on the day-
side magnetopause (e.g., Slavin and Holzer, 1979).
Reconnection erosion results in the transfer of magnetic flux
from the dayside magnetosphere into the nightside magne-
totail. As a consequence, reconnection erosion can erode the
dayside closed magnetic flux, and the dayside magnetopause
moves inward.
The induced magnetic field can be investigated through

several approaches. One approach is to investigate long-term
variation (Zhong et al., 2015b; Johnson et al., 2016). Due to

the eccentricity of Mercury’s orbit, the solar wind dynamic
pressure varies significantly in a timescale of Mercury year
(~88 Earth days). The variations of the dipole moment due to
induction are estimated to be ~4% of the planet’s dipole
(Johnson et al., 2016). However, reconnection erosion is
likely an important factor in controlling the standoff distance
of Mercury’s dayside magnetopause, and the subsolar mag-
netopause can reach the sunlit planetary surface ~1.5% to 4%
of the time (Zhong et al., 2015b; Johnson et al., 2016).
Another approach is to investigate the short-term varia-

tions associated with the transient events in the solar wind.
The solar wind dynamic pressure transient events include
several types, including interplanetary shocks, solar wind
discontinuities, ICMEs, and high-speed streams (HSS). In-
terplanetary shocks and discontinuities associated with
pressure events are often small in amplitude and correspond
to durations of a few minutes, which provides challenges for
spacecraft without solar wind monitors, such as MESSEN-
GER, to determine the arrival time of these events. In the
following section, we introduce the transient effects of two
types of extreme solar events: ICMEs and high-speed
streams (HSSs).

3.2 Dayside magnetosphere under extreme solar events

Slavin et al. (2014) and Jia et al. (2019) have investigated a
group of (eight events) highly compressed magnetosphere
(HCM) events. In the HCM events, the magnetic field in-

Figure 15 A coalescence event of the FTEs in local magnetopause coordinates. (a) The magnetic field intensity, |B|; (b) The duskward component, BM; (c)
The normal component, BN. This figure is adapted from Zhong et al. (2020b).
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tensity adjacent to the dayside magnetopause within the
magnetosphere was greater than 300 nT, which was much
larger than the average value ~100 nT . This implies a strong
dynamic pressure in the solar wind and high compression of
the magnetosphere. Figure 10 on the right-hand side shows
an HCM event, which was caused by an ICME on 23 No-
vember 2011, and Figure 7c and 7d show the magnetospheric
configuration obtained from a global magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) simulation, including the conducting core (Jia et al.,
2019) for the same event. The ICME brought a high dynamic
pressure of ~50 nPa and a very low Alfvénic Mach number,
although these conditions varied during the ICME (Exner et
al., 2018). In this event, the magnetic field intensity on the
two sides of the dayside magnetopause was almost constant,
indicating a plasma depletion layer (Figure 10). Although the
magnetic shear angle across the magnetopause was only
~60°, magnetic reconnection occurs at high rates, with a
dimensionless reconnection rate of ~0.16 and high-frequent
FTEs. The deep cusp and abundant cusp filaments (Figure
10) confirmed the high reconnection occurrence in this low
magnetic shear angle event. In this event, the subsolar
magnetopause was located at ~1.16 RM (see a point in Figure
16), which was closer to the planet than expected by the
model including induction current (see Glassmeier et al.,
2007). If there were no reconnection erosion, the solar wind
dynamic pressure would have to be ~90 nPa, almost double
the 50 nPa, for the dayside magnetopause to reach such a low
altitude. Slavin et al. (2014) pointed out that a high di-
mensionless reconnection rate mitigates the effects of in-
duction currents and causes the standoff distance of the
dayside magnetopause to be closer to the planet (see also Jia
et al., 2019).
Figure 16 displays the distribution of the HCM events as

functions of RSS and solar wind dynamic pressure, which is
adapted from Slavin et al. (2019). Each square represents
either an HCM event or a disappearing dayside magneto-
sphere (DDM) event, with the scale of the square propor-
tional to the dimensionless reconnection rate of the dayside
magnetopause. The DDM events in this figure are discussed
in the following. There are two curves in Figure 16, which
represent the locations of RSS of the classic Chapman-Ferraro
sixth root of the solar wind dynamic pressure (on the lower)
and considering the effect of induction of Mercury’s interior
(Glassmeier et al., 2007) (on the upper). Neither curve in-
cludes the effects of reconnection erosion. In Figure 16,
HCM events with lower dimensionless reconnection rates
are closer to the upper curve including induction effects,
while HCM events with higher dimensionless reconnection
rates are closer to the lower curve without considering the
induction effect.
Moreover, Jia et al. (2019) employ the global MHD model

of Mercury’s magnetosphere, as introduced in Figure 7. The
green stars in Figure 16 represent the runs they performed

that include the induction effect from the core, but the IMF is
set to zero, so the model does not consider reconnection
erosion on the dayside magnetopause. The green stars follow
the upper curve in Figure 16, which is consistent with the
induction effect theory. In the runs represented by red stars,
both the induction effect and reconnection erosion effect, i.e.,
large magnetic shear across the dayside magnetopause, are
considered. The red stars follow the lower curve, which is in
good agreement with MESSENGER observations corre-
sponding to a large dimensionless reconnection rate.
Under extreme solar events, researchers have also ana-

lyzed an event in which MESSENGER did not encounter the
dayside magnetosphere until the tailward of the northern
cusp during its dayside crossing (Raines et al., 2015; Zhong
et al., 2015a; Slavin et al., 2018, 2019; Winslow et al., 2020).
Slavin et al. (2019) termed this kind of event a DDM event.
Figure 17 shows one of the DDM events, which occurred on
15 October 2011. In this event, MESSENGER had a peri-
apsis altitude of ~300 km on the dayside. In the magne-
tosheath, MESSENGER constantly observed magnetosheath
proton flux, the southward IMF, and numerous FTEs. The
FTEs are evidence of magnetic reconnection on the dayside
magnetosphere, which suggests strong reconnection erosion
in this event. Furthermore, the bow shock was located at an
unusually low altitude, which strongly suggested that a large

Figure 16 The distribution of eight highly compressed magnetosphere
(HCM) events and four disappearing dayside magnetosphere (DDM) events
as functions of the subsolar magnetopause distance (RSS) and the solar wind
dynamic pressure (Psw). Each event is represented by a square with the size
indicating the dimensionless reconnection rate. The stars represent the lo-
cations of RSS from simulations (Jia et al., 2019). The green stars corre-
spond to simulations that include induction effects but no IMF, and the red
stars correspond to simulations that include induction effects and high-
shear IMF. The lower dashed line is the curve of Chapman-Ferraro (C-F)’s
sixth root of Psw, with the mean subsolar distance determined by Winslow et
al. (2013). The upper dashed line is a theoretical model that includes the
effects of induction in Mercury’s interior (Glassmeier et al., 2007). Note the
RSS for the DDM and HCM events are not directly measured by MES-
SENGER, but are inferred from MESSENGER’s observations by fitting to
the empirical equations obtained by Winslow et al. (2013). This figure is
adapted from Slavin et al. (2019) with the green and red stars from Jia et al.
(2019).
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portion of the planet on the sunlit hemisphere was directly
exposed to the solar wind. If this were the case, then the solar
wind sputtering would be occurring at a maximum rate and
would significantly influence the exosphere.
In Figure 16, four DDM events are included in the left

upper corner. In these DDM events, the smallest solar wind
dynamic pressure was ~140 nPa. This value is much smaller
than the value predicted by the upper curve, including the
induction, which suggests that the reconnection erosion plays
an important role in moving the magnetopause planetward.
Note that the Chapman-Ferraro current system on the day-
side would disappear along with the absorption of the solar

wind particles by the surface (see also, Slavin et al., 2019).

3.3 The nightside magnetosphere response

The previous two sections introduce the progress of the
dayside magnetosphere response to extreme solar events.
This section will focus on the response of the nightside
magnetosphere. Figure 18 shows an overview of the plasma
and magnetic field measurements of Mercury’s nightside
magnetosphere during the ICME event on 23 November
2011. Exner et al. (2018) modeled the large-scale magnetic
fields of this event and Sun et al. (2020a) have analyzed the

Figure 17 An example of a disappearing dayside magnetosphere (DDM) event. (a) Solar wind radial speed (Vr) and (b) the normalized solar wind number
density (nr2) as modeled from ENLIL-WSA+Cone (Tóth and Odstrčil, 1996; Odstrcil et al., 2004) from the Sun to 1.1 AU on 15 October 2011 at 21:00 UTC.
The locations of Earth, Venus, and Mercury are indicated by different colored dots. Coronal mass ejections are enclosed by solid black lines. (c) Bx, (d) By, (e)
Bz, (f) magnetic field intensity. Black lines are magnetic field measurements at native instrument resolution (20 Hz); the red lines are smoothed magnetic field
measurements. This figure is adapted from Slavin et al. (2019).
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large- and small-scale plasma and magnetic features. First,
both studies found that the magnetic field intensity in the
lobes was quite high (~100 nT, Figure 18g), which is almost
double the average intensity of the lobe field. The open
magnetic flux in the lobe took more than half (~58%) of
Mercury’s available magnetic flux. This open magnetic flux
is much larger than the maximum open lobe magnetic flux
observed during Mercury’s Dungey cycle (~42%). Second,
Sun et al. (2020a) obtained a cross-magnetosphere potential
drop of ~45 kV, which is triple the average value in Mer-
cury’s magnetosphere. The cross-magnetosphere potential
drop was derived from the energy dispersion of the plasma
mantle in Figure 18a. Whether the cross-magnetosphere
potential drop can be saturated in Mercury’s magnetosphere
similar to that in Earth’s magnetosphere is still an open
question, which we will address in the next section.
Third, no magnetic flux loading-unloading events were

observed in the tail lobes during a period of at least ten
Mercury’s Dungey cycles (~40 min, Figure 18g). This sug-
gests that the amount of magnetic flux into and out of the
magnetotail was similar, and Mercury’s magnetosphere was
under quasi-steady convection, which is similar to the steady
magnetospheric convection (SMC) in Earth’s magneto-
sphere. However, the SMC events require steady solar wind
with average intensities of the velocity and IMF intensity
(see O’Brien et al., 2002), which is significantly different
from the extreme solar condition of this event. Slavin et al.
(2012a) reported a quasi-steady convection event in Mer-
cury’s magnetosphere which occurred during average solar
wind conditions. Together with the event in Figure 18, it
suggests the quasi-steady convection events could occur both
during average and extreme solar wind conditions in Mer-
cury’s magnetosphere.
Fourth, magnetic reconnection in the plasma sheet had a

strong guide field during this event (Bguide/BLobe~0.29), which
produced a distorted Hall magnetic field pattern. The di-
mensionless reconnection rate was estimated to be ~0.093,
and the dawn-dusk extent of the X-line took ~20% of the tail
width. Magnetic reconnection in the plasma sheet produced
many flux ropes at a high frequency, which appeared as
quasi-periodic flux rope groups (Figure 18), and see Figures
4 and 5 in Sun et al. (2020a). The flux rope group has a
period of ~70 s, and, in each flux rope group, larger-scale
flux ropes at the leading edge of the group were followed by
the smaller-scale flux ropes. Zhong et al. (2020a) have in-
vestigated these flux rope groups. In their study, they pro-
posed that the larger-scale flux ropes were generated by the
interaction and coalescence of multiple smaller-scale flux
ropes.
Sun et al. (2020a) have also investigated the response of

the nightside magnetosphere to a high-speed stream (HSS) in
the solar wind. The responses shared many similarities with
the above ICME event. For example, the open magnetic field

took nearly half (~44%) of Mercury’s available magnetic
flux. The magnetic flux into and out of the magnetotail was
similar, indicating that Mercury’s magnetosphere was under
quasi-steady convection. However, in the HSS event,
MESSENGER crossed the plasma sheet in the distance much
closer to the planet, which was planetward of the near
Mercury neutral line. High-frequent and large numbers of
dipolarization fronts were observed, which also implied that
intense magnetic reconnection occurred in the plasma sheet.
Moreover, the occurrence rate of the dipolarization fronts is
around two orders of magnitude higher than the occurrence
rate averaged over all plasma sheet observations (Sun et al.,
2016).

3.4 Polar cap potential saturations

Studies in Earth’s magnetosphere have revealed that the
CPCP, also called the cross-magnetosphere potential drop,
was linearly related to the solar wind convection electric
field, but saturated, i.e., reached an upper limit, during the
periods of extreme solar events, i.e., ICMEs and Co-rotating
Interaction Regions (CIRs), when the convection electric
field became much larger ( 5 mV m−1) (Reiff et al., 1981;
Wygant et al., 1983). There are several theories on how the
potential drop in the magnetosphere was saturated. Here, we
employ a theory proposed by Kivelson and Ridley (2008)
(hereinafter referred to as KR2008) based on the solar wind-
magnetosphere interactions. In the KR2008 model, the po-
tential drop was contributed by solar wind electric potential
but controlled by the conductance difference between the
solar wind and the polar ionosphere, which would be the
planet’s regolith at Mercury. In the KR2008, the potential
drop is proportional to 2ΣA/(ΣA+ΣP). The ΣA is Alfvén con-
ductance of the solar wind, which equals 1/μ0vA, and vA is
Alfvén speed in upstream solar wind, and μ0 is the magnetic
permeability in free space. The ΣP is the Pedersen con-
ductance of the ionosphere. When the ΣA is much larger than
the ΣP, the Alfvén waves incident from the solar wind are not
able to be reflected from the polar ionosphere. Therefore, the
potential drop is linearly related to the solar wind electric
field. However, when the ΣA is comparable to the ΣP, the
Alfvén wave is largely reflected, resulting in the saturation of
the potential drop.
In Earth’s polar ionosphere, ΣP is ~5 to 10 S. The solar

wind ΣA at 1 AU is much larger than the ΣP in Earth’s io-
nosphere under average conditions ( 50). As a result, the
Alfvén waves can hardly be reflected, and the potential drop
is linearly related to the solar wind convection electric field.
However, when solar wind Alfvén Mach number is low (<5),
i.e., during the periods of ICMEs and CIRs, the ΣA at 1 AU
becomes small and is comparable to the ΣP. The Alfvén
waves can be reflected and cause potential saturation. Mer-
cury corresponds to a low solar wind Alfvén Mach number
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(<5) and, therefore, a smaller ΣA. However, ΣP at Mercury is
also small (~1 S). Therefore, it would be interesting to in-
vestigate the CPCP saturation of Mercury’s magnetosphere.
The calculation of the potential drop in KR2008 (eq. (13)

in Kivelson and Ridley (2008)) is

u
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where the ux is x component of solar wind speed, the Rsd is
the subsolar standoff distance of the magnetopause, the Bsw,yz
is IMF component in the y-z plane, the θ is the IMF clock
angle. The u10 x

7 2 is a viscous interaction term (Boyle et al.,
1997), 0.1πRsd refers to the length of the dayside magneto-
pause reconnection line, B u ( / 2)yz xsw, corresponds to the
reconnection electric field (Sonnerup, 1974).
Figure 19 shows the potential drop estimated from the

KR2008, in which the subsolar standoff distance of Mer-
cury’s magnetopause (Rsd) was ~1.13 RM, and the solar wind
velocity was ~450 km s−1. In Figure 19, the black line re-
presents the magnitude of the potential drop from the
KR2008 when ΣP=0, which indicates that the incident Alfvén
waves from the solar wind would not be reflected at all. The
black line represents a linear relationship between the po-
tential drop and the solar wind convection electric field,
though the x-axis is on a logarithmic scale. The blue line
represents the situation when ΣP=1 S, i.e., Mercury. The sa-
turation of the potential drop would be very small (<1%)
during the average IMF condition in Mercury’s magneto-
sphere. Here the saturation refers to the differences between
the blue and the black curves. Even under the impact of the
ICMEs where the IMF intensity reaches 100 nT, the sa-
turation is still small (<10%). For comparison, the red line in
Figure 19 represents the potential drop when ΣP is 10 S,
which is much larger than the conductivity at Mercury. The

Figure 18 Overview of MESSENGER plasma and magnetic field measurements during the spacecraft’s nightside magnetospheric crossing on 23 No-
vember 2011. (a) Differential proton particle flux; (b) integrated proton particle flux; (c) the observed densities of He++ (in blue), O+-group (purple), and Na+-
group (gold); (d) Bx; (e) By; and (g) magnetic field intensity (Bt). The vertical dashed lines indicate, from left to right, the average magnetopause location, the
southern plasma sheet boundary, and the northern plasma sheet boundary, respectively. The magnetopause (MP), lobe (LOBE), and current sheet (CS) are
labeled. This figure is adapted from Sun et al. (2020a).
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potential drop is largely saturated and starts to reach a con-
stant value when the solar wind magnetic intensity is ~30 nT.

3.5 Open questions regarding magnetosphere under
extreme solar event

Many important questions regarding Mercury’s magneto-
sphere under extreme solar events remain to be answered. In
the previous chapter, the intense solar wind sputtering caused
by FTE showers is discussed, which can induce short-term
variations in Mercury’s exosphere. We note that solar wind
sputtering is expected to be much more intense under the
impact of the ICMEs. For example, Slavin et al. (2014)
showed a cusp with multiple short and deep magnetic de-
pressions. The variations of the exosphere were observed by
ground-based imaging (Orsini et al., 2018). In particular,
solar wind sputtering is substantially enhanced in the DDM
events (Slavin et al., 2019; Winslow et al., 2020). During the
intervals of DDM events, most of the sunlit hemisphere of
Mercury is exposed to the solar wind directly. This makes the
planetary environment analogous to that at the Moon when it
is outside of Earth’s magnetotail, as well as other airless
bodies, such as Ceres, Io, and the asteroids, in the Solar
System.
Extreme solar wind sputtering can dramatically enhance

the density of species of the exosphere in a short period,

which might provide a good opportunity to detect the minor
species in the exosphere, and might also help to investigate
the surface elements. On the other hand, the prevalence of
energetic components of the exospheric species may be due
to micro-meteoroid impact vaporizations on the planet’s
surface (e.g., Killen et al., 1999; Domingue et al., 2007;
Wurz et al., 2010). Solar wind sputtering has been observed
capable of launching atoms and some ions from the surface
of the Mercury with large energies, which would allow many
of them to escape (e.g., Schmidt et al., 2012). Many simu-
lation works have proposed that solar wind sputtering can be
a source for the energetic component of the exosphere (Potter
et al., 2006; Mura et al., 2007; Orsini et al., 2018). DDM
intervals would be a favorable period to make such in-
vestigations.
Also, the study of Earth’s magnetosphere has shown that

solar wind-magnetosphere coupling produces several re-
sponse modes of the magnetosphere, which includes the
substorms, SMC, and sawtooth oscillations. In the SMC
events, magnetic reconnection continuously occurs in the
magnetotail, and the magnetic flux transferred into and out of
the magnetotail is balanced. In Earth’s magnetosphere, SMC
events are driven by the average and steady solar wind,
which usually continues more than several hours corre-
sponding to the duration of several substorms (O’Brien et al.,
2002; Partamies et al., 2009). Sawtooth oscillations consist
of quasi-periodic substorms. Magnetic flux in the lobe ex-
hibits quasi-periodic loading-unloading, and energetic par-
ticle injections occur quasi-periodically on geosynchronous
orbit. Sawtooth oscillations are detected during more intense
solar wind conditions than substorms, like those during
ICMEs (Huang et al., 2003; Henderson et al., 2006).
Under the impact of an ICME and an HSS, MESSENGER

did not observe the quasi-periodic flux loading-unloading in
Mercury’s magnetotail but did observe a steady magnetic
field in the lobe persisting more than 10 Mercury’s Dungey
cycle, which seems to indicate steady convection. Several
studies in Earth’s magnetosphere have proposed that the
ionosphere, i.e., the ionospheric outflows, could modulate
the reconnection rate and tail reconnection. As a result, tail
reconnection cannot reach a steady state under extreme solar
events (see Brambles et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2020). Al-
though planetary ions are frequently observed in Mercury’s
magnetotail, the significance of these planetary ions in
Mercury’s magnetospheric dynamics is still an open ques-
tion.
Furthermore, we still do not know whether a ring current

can be formed in Mercury’s magnetosphere and whether
there are magnetic storms when Mercury’s magnetosphere is
influenced by extreme solar events. There are many ques-
tions regarding the formation of a ring current:
(1) Can particles accomplish a complete drift around the

planet? Are there significant particles accomplishing the

Figure 19 The variations of the potential drop as a function of solar wind
Alfvénic conductance (ΣA), IMF intensity, and solar wind density, respec-
tively. The CPCP (or the cross magnetosphere potential drop) is estimated
based on the theory from Kivelson and Ridley (2008). The black line
represents ΣP=0 S, blue line represents ΣP=1 S, and red line represents ΣP=
10 S. ΣP is the Pedersen conductance. The integrated conductivity of
Mercury’s mantle and crust is most similar to ΣP=1 S.
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drift? In Mercury’s magnetosphere, particles can be easily
lost into the planet’s surface because of a large loss cone, and
particles can encounter the dayside magnetopause and leak
into the magnetosheath easily in a process called magneto-
pause shadowing. The variations of the solar wind dynamic
pressure can magnify the effects of magnetopause shadow-
ing in Mercury’s magnetosphere. Despite all of these effects,
MESSENGER observations have shown possible quasi-
trapped, low energy ion populations (Schriver et al., 2011)
and possible drifting echoes of energetic electrons associated
with a dipolarization (Baker et al., 2016). These echoes are
evidence of energetic electrons completing drifts around the
planet. Statistical investigations have shown that energetic
electrons can appear throughout the dayside magnetosphere,
which suggests that energetic electrons can accomplish a
complete drift around the planet (Lawrence et al., 2015;
Baker et al., 2016; Ho et al., 2016; Dewey et al., 2017).
Simulation studies have suggested that both ions and elec-
trons can accomplish a complete orbit around the planet
(Delcourt et al., 2007; Trávníček et al., 2010; Walsh et al.,
2013; Yagi et al., 2017). Walsh et al. (2013) further noted that
the drift path of particles could split into two (northern and
southern) trajectories due to the local maximum of the
magnetic field near the magnetic equator in a process called
the Shabansky orbit (Shabansky, 1971). However, we em-
phasize that several questions relating to the drift around the
planet remain unanswered. For example, there is no ob-
servational evidence so far of the Shabansky orbit, and we
still do not know whether ions can accomplish a complete
orbit around the planet.
(2) Are there sufficient energetic particles for the forma-

tion of a significant ring current? How efficient is the en-
ergization of particles during the active magnetospheric
periods? Substorm dipolarizations can effectively energize
particles, which is one of the most important processes
during the active magnetospheric period. MESSENGER
observations of proton energizations can be found in Sun et
al. (2015b, 2017b, 2018) and Dewey et al. (2017), and
electron energization can be found in Dewey et al. (2017).
Simulation works can be found in Ip (1987) and Delcourt et
al. (2007). In the periods when Mercury’s magnetosphere
was under extreme solar events, flux ropes and dipolarization
fronts also appear in extreme frequencies (Sun et al., 2020b;
Zhong et al., 2020a), which might provide plenty of energetic
particles for the formation of a ring current. However, as
pointed out by Dewey et al. (2020), if the dipolarization
fronts directly impact the planet’s surface without significant
braking, then there might not be large amounts of energetic
particles generated. The next two chapters contain more
discussions on particle energization and dipolarizations in
Mercury’s magnetosphere.
(3) As discussed by Ip (1987) and Schriver et al. (2011),

and others, due to the low altitude of Mercury’s dayside

magnetopause, only ions with energy lower than super-
thermal (~10 keV) can be possibly quasi-trapped. Slavin et
al. (2014, 2019), Jia et al. (2019), and Winslow et al. (2020)
have shown that the subsolar magnetopause standoff dis-
tance is much closer to the planet’s surface (only a few
hundred kilometers above the planet’s surface). Occasion-
ally, the dayside magnetosphere completely disappears, un-
der which conditions, all of the orbiting particles would
likely leak out of the magnetosphere and enter the magne-
tosheath. Therefore, the strong compression that occurs
during extreme solar events is an important factor and should
be considered in determining the formation of a ring current
at Mercury.

4. Dawn-dusk properties of the plasma sheet

The post-MESSENGER era has highlighted the extent and
mystery of dawn-dusk asymmetries in Mercury’s magneto-
tail. Asymmetries have been observed in planetary magne-
totails throughout the Solar System and are inferred from
differences between the pre-midnight (dusk or +Y) and post-
midnight (dawn or –Y) magnetotail regions. In the absence of
multipoint measurements, these asymmetries are usually
characterized by statistical studies of local magnetic fields
and plasma measurements that sacrifice temporal resolution
for spatial coverage. As such, investigation of these asym-
metries at Mercury has flourished in the post-MESSENGER
mission era as studies can leverage the most statistically
complete set of in situ observations. These studies have re-
vealed dawn-dusk asymmetries in plasma and magnetic field
properties, large-scale structure, and reconnection dynamics
of Mercury’s magnetotail, as summarized in Table 3. While
some of these asymmetries are similar to those observed at
Earth, others are curiously different. These descriptions of
Mercury’s magnetotail are statistical in nature, however, so
they are subject to several considerations.

4.1 Magnetotail ion distributions

Protons, the most abundant ion in Mercury’s magnetotail,
exhibit strong cross-tail asymmetries in their density, tem-
perature, and spectra. Zhao et al. (2020) present the most
comprehensive analysis of proton asymmetries to date,
shown in Figure 20. Within each spatial bin, proton 1D ve-
locity distribution functions are averaged together and fit
with Kappa and Gaussian functions (e.g., Sun et al., 2017b).
Proton density and pressure are enhanced post-midnight
compared to pre-midnight, while proton temperature dis-
plays no apparent cross-tail asymmetry. The proton spectral
index (κ) is greater in the post-midnight magnetotail, in-
dicating a steeper distribution function (i.e., less super-
thermal flux) than the pre-midnight magnetotail. Flux above
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the average proton plasma sheet energy (i.e., thermal flux) is
higher on the dawnside, while flux below the average energy
(i.e., warm flux) is organized by the magnetotail flanks.
Additional studies generally support these proton asym-

metry observations. Sun et al. (2017b) examined proton su-
prathermal flux (>4.7 keV) and proton temperature as a
function of location in the plasma sheet for different levels of
magnetospheric activity, inferred from the thickness of the
current sheet. Neither suprathermal flux nor temperature
display dawn-dusk asymmetries during magnetospherically

quiet intervals (i.e., thick current sheets). During active in-
tervals (i.e., thin current sheets), both suprathermal flux and
temperature increase preferentially post-midnight, resulting
in cross-tail asymmetries. Although the energy thresholds are
different between Zhao et al. (2020) and Sun et al. (2017b),
and Zhao et al. (2020) do not differentiate the plasma sheet
crossings by magnetic activity, both studies agree on a dawn-
dusk asymmetry in the absolute proton flux at above-average
energies. However, these studies disagree on cross-tail pro-
ton temperature trends. Finally, distributions of mean proton
flux observed by FIPS and plasma pressure inferred from
magnetic field deficits (Korth et al., 2014) display similar
enhancements of dawnside proton flux and pressure.
Several mechanisms have been proposed to account for the

asymmetry in proton properties across Mercury’s magneto-
tail. Foremost, magnetic reconnection has been discussed
with regards to proton temperature and super/suprathermal
flux distributions. Magnetic reconnection in Mercury’s
magnetotail occurs more frequently in the post-midnight
magnetotail than the pre-midnight magnetotail (see Section
4.3). Mercury’s magnetotail reconnection and its byproducts
(e.g., dipolarizations) can heat and energize protons (Dewey
et al., 2017; Sun et al., 2018), so the dawnside enhancements
in proton temperature and superthermal flux have been
usually attributed to reconnection (Sun et al., 2017b; Zhao et
al., 2020). Reconnection has also been suggested to be re-
sponsible for the dawnside enhancement of proton density

Table 3 Dawn-dusk asymmetries in the magnetotail of Mercury and
Earth

Process/property
Asymmetry preference

(higher side)

Earth Mercury

Occurrence of reconnection Duska) Dawnb)

Hot component (warm flux) Duskc) Dawnd)

Cold component (thermal flux) Dawne) Dawnf)

Proton density Dawng) Dawnh)

Northward (z) component of magnetic field Dawni) Dawnj)

Kappa value Duskk) Duskl)

a) Slavin et al. (2005); Imber et al. (2011); Nagai et al. (2013). b) Sun et
al. (2016); Smith et al. (2017b). c) Wang et al. (2006); Keesee et al. (2011).
d), f) and l) Zhao et al. (2020). e) and g) Wing et al. (2005). h) Korth et al.
(2014); Zhao et al. (2020). i) Fairfield (1986). j) Poh et al. (2017a). k)
Espinoza et al. (2018)

Figure 20 Proton properties near the magnetic equator from FIPS measurements: (a) density, (b) temperature, (c) pressure, (d) spectral index κ, (e) flux
<0.83 keV, and (f) flux >0.83 keV. Adapted from Zhao et al. (2020).
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since it opens the plasma sheet to plasma convected from the
dayside (Zhao et al., 2020). However, observations of the
proton plasma mantle have identified a clear enhancement in
plasma content in the pre-midnight magnetotail (Jasinski et
al., 2017). Although the plasma mantle is not observed in
every orbit, plasma mantle observations analyzed by Jasinski
et al. (2017) are expected to be representative of typical
magnetospheric conditions (DiBraccio et al., 2015b; Dewey
et al., 2018). It is currently unknown how efficient re-
connection in Mercury’s magnetotail is at entraining mantle
plasma on newly-closed plasma sheet field lines. If this ef-
ficiency is much greater than in non-reconnecting regions of
the magnetotail, then it may be possible for reconnection to
account for the dawnside enhancement in proton density. In
addition to magnetic reconnection, low latitude dynamics
near the flanks are also discussed regarding cross-tail proton
asymmetries. Velocity shear between the magnetosheath and
the magnetosphere can result in Kelvin-Helmholtz vorticities
that transport magnetosheath plasma into the magnetosphere,
particularly contributing to the distribution of warm plasma
flux. Kelvin-Helmholtz waves are more frequently observed
in Mercury’s duskside magnetotail flank (see Slavin et al.
(2018) for a recent review). Enhancement in warm flux on
the dawnside flank in Figure 20f may be due to averaging
over the dawnside’s thicker, denser low-latitude boundary
layer (Liljeblad et al., 2015).
Generally, these cross-tail trends in proton properties are

opposite to those observed in Earth’s magnetotail but may be
consistent given the differences in magnetotail reconnection.
Cold, hot, and superthermal ion components in Earth’s
plasma sheet each possess dawn-dusk asymmetries that are
generally dependent on the interplanetary magnetic field (see
Walsh et al., 2014). The hot component ions, for example,
have higher temperatures towards dusk during magneto-
spherically quiet intervals, attributed to gradient-curvature
drift (Spence and Kivelson, 1993; Keesee et al., 2011).
During northward IMF, Wang et al. (2006) found greater
total ion density and equal pressures at dawn and dusk. With
increasing geomagnetic activity, the density asymmetry
weakens, resulting in greater ion pressures at dusk. Fluxes of
hot and superthermal ions are greater at dusk, with the cross-
tail asymmetry increasing for increasing magnetic activity
and higher energies. These terrestrial cross-tail asymmetries
were derived from Geotail measurements and are expected to
represent primarily protons. Although these trends in proton
density, temperature, and pressure are generally opposite to
that at Mercury, the source of these trends is consistent if
magnetic reconnection is the primary mechanism. Magne-
totail reconnection at Earth occurs more frequently pre-
midnight and increases in frequency with increasing geo-
magnetic activity (e.g., Genestreti et al., 2014). The trends in
enhanced duskside proton pressure, flux, and temperature
during active intervals at Earth parallel the enhanced

dawnside proton pressure, flux, and temperature observed at
Mercury.
Finally, minor ions in Mercury’s magnetotail also exhibit

strong dawn-dusk asymmetries. In particular, heavy ions of
planetary origin are more abundant in the pre-midnight
magnetotail (Raines et al., 2013). The dominant planetary
ions in the pre-midnight magnetotail are Na+-group ions
(mass-per-charge 21–30 amu e−1), which have number den-
sities typically ~10% that of H+ (Gershman et al., 2014).
While the number density of these ions may be small, their
large mass and slightly greater temperatures result in them
contributing ~50% to the mass density and ~15% to the
thermal plasma pressure. The dawn-dusk asymmetry of
planetary ion abundance is opposite to that of protons and is a
result of non-adiabatic effects. Planetary ions have gyroradii
much larger than protons that result in less adiabatic behavior
in the magnetotail and subsequently stronger centrifugal
effects that transport them duskward (Delcourt, 2013).

4.2 Magnetotail current sheet structure

Dawn-dusk asymmetries in ion distributions combined with
asymmetries in the magnetic field produce differences be-
tween the pre-midnight and post-midnight magnetotail
structure at Mercury. Poh et al. (2017a, 2017b) and Rong et
al. (2018) identified similar dawn-dusk differences in the
magnetic field using independent methods. Poh et al. (2017a)
analyzed 319 central plasma sheet crossings and fit them
with a 1D Harris current sheet. The magnetic field and Harris
current sheet properties of these crossings revealed a sub-
stantial, significant dawn-dusk asymmetry in the plasma
sheet magnetic field strength: Bz is enhanced at dawn. A
linear fit to Bz(Y) for –1.7<X<–1.4 RM yielded a slope of –
2.77±0.37 nT/RM and a local midnight value of ~10 nT.
Dividing the two for a more dimensionless expression gives
–0.28±0.04 RM

1. This dawn-dusk asymmetry becomes less
substantial and less significant with downtail distance: the
dimensionless trend is –0.09±0.07 RM

1 in the range –2.3<X<
–2.0 RM. In addition to the stronger dawnside magnetic field,
the Harris current sheet fits the revealed additional cross-tail
asymmetries. While the current sheet is thinnest at local
midnight, it is thicker on the dawnside than on the duskside,
consistent with the magnetic field strength distribution. The
cross-tail current density peaks near midnight but is greater
at dusk than dawn. Finally, the proton plasma β shows an
approximately linear trend across the magnetotail and is
systematically greater at dusk than dawn.
Rong et al. (2018) examined all MAG observations within

the magnetotail and found similar cross-tail differences in
Mercury’s magnetotail structure. This study corroborated the
dawn-dusk asymmetry in Bz and its dependence on downtail
distance. From spatially binned magnetic field observations,
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the study found that maximum current density peaks near
midnight but is greater at dusk than at dawn, while the
minimum radius of curvature is near midnight and is gen-
erally smaller at dusk than at dawn. These two asymmetries
are stronger closer to the planet (–2.0<X<–1.5 RM) than
further downtail (–2.5<X<–2.0 RM), similar to the asymmetry
in Bz. Finally, this study identified that magnetic field lines
flare away from local midnight more at dawn than dusk.
While Poh et al. (2017a) and Rong et al. (2018) find si-

milar dawn-dusk differences in magnetic field structure, Poh
et al. (2017b) and Rong et al. (2018) disagree on the pla-
netward edge of the current sheet. Poh et al. (2017b) fit a
semi-infinite current sheet slab model to dipole-subtracted
magnetic field measurements to estimate that the most likely
location of the current sheet inner edge is X=−1.22 RM. Rong
et al. (2018) calculate the statistical duskward current density
in the X-Z plane from dipole-subtracted field measurements.
The study identifies the inner edge to be near X=−1.5 RM
planetward of which the current density begins decreasing. A
recent analysis of fast flow braking places the inner edge of
the current sheet between –1.3<X<–1.1 RM, coincident where
the magnetotail proton plasma β reaches unity (Dewey et al.,
2020). This boundary is not parallel to the terminator but
rather bows about the planetary dipole, as shown in Figure
21. Although both proton pressure and magnetic field pres-
sure are stronger at dawn than at dusk, the strengths of these
asymmetries are not equal; β exhibits a dawn-dusk asym-
metry. Proton plasma β is greater at dusk than at dawn (Poh et
al., 2017b), causing the inner current sheet boundary to be
shifted systematically closer to the terminator at dawn (De-
wey et al., 2020) and indicating that the dawn-dusk asym-
metry in magnetic pressure is stronger than the asymmetry in
proton pressure.
The origins of Mercury’s dawn-dusk magnetic field

asymmetries remain unclear. Earth’s magnetotail also pos-
sesses asymmetries in current sheet thickness and current
density, but unlike trends in protons (Section 4.1) and mag-
netic reconnection (Section 4.3), they are in the same di-
rection as Mercury’s. Similar to Mercury, the current sheet
thickness and current density are greater at dawn in Earth’s
magnetotail than at dusk (e.g., Artemyev et al., 2011; Rong et
al., 2011). Thinner current sheets are more likely to re-
connect, so this dawn-dusk asymmetry at Earth is consistent
with the magnetotail’s reconnection asymmetry (e.g., Imber
et al., 2011). At Mercury, the thicker dawnside is associated
with more frequency reconnection. Poh et al. (2017a) pro-
pose the thinner duskside current sheet may be a result of
mass loading from heavy planetary ions more abundant
there. The presence of heavy ions at dusk may also produce a
weaker local magnetic field via diamagnetism (Rong et al.,
2018). Alternatively, the thicker dawnside current sheet has
been suggested to be a statistical result from averaging over
magnetic-field-enhanced products from reconnection (Poh et

al., 2017a). Finally, numerical simulations (e.g., Chen Y et
al., 2019) that reproduce the dawn-dusk asymmetry in cur-
rent sheet thickness suggest it be related to the Hall effect and
external driving conditions.

4.3 Magnetotail reconnection dynamics

Magnetotail dynamics, particularly those related to magnetic
reconnection, exhibit substantial dawn-dusk asymmetries.
Mercury possesses terrestrial-like substorms (Sun et al.,
2015b), signatures of which are observed more frequently at
dawn than dusk. In the magnetotail lobes, more instances of
magnetotail loading-unloading have been recorded post-
midnight than pre-midnight (Imber and Slavin, 2017).
Within the plasma sheet, dipolarizations (Sun et al., 2016;
Dewey et al., 2020) and flux ropes (Sun et al., 2016; Smith et
al., 2017b, 2018b; Zhao et al., 2019) are more abundant at
dawn as measured either by event frequency or by the
number of MESSENGER orbits that observed these events.
As magnetotail reconnection produces these events (e.g.,
Slavin et al., 2012a; DiBraccio et al., 2015a; Dewey et al.,
2020), their cross-tail asymmetry is indicative of the dawn-
side preference in Mercury’s magnetotail reconnection (Sun
et al., 2016; Smith et al., 2018b).
Furthermore, as dipolarizations and flux ropes interact

with the surrounding plasma environment, they generate
additional asymmetries in the magnetotail, including en-

Figure 21 Proton plasma β as a function of spatial location near Mer-
cury’s magnetic equator. Colored polynomials indicate specific β contours.
Adapted from Dewey et al. (2020).
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ergetic electron injections, fast sunward flows, magnetic
pileup, and substorm current wedge formation. Dipolariza-
tions, for example, are a dominant source of energetic elec-
tron acceleration within Mercury’s magnetosphere (Dewey
et al., 2017), resulting in energetic electron injections to be
more frequent at dawn than at dusk (Baker et al., 2016),
independent of electrons’ eastward drift about the planet
(Walsh et al., 2013; Nikoukar et al., 2018; Dong et al., 2019).
A fraction of these energetic electrons precipitate to the
planet, and in the absence of a thick atmosphere, collide with
the planet’s surface to produce X-ray fluorescence and space
weathering (Starr et al., 2012). The asymmetry in dipolar-
izations (and subsequently in energetic electrons) results in a
dawnside preference in this auroral-like emission (Lindsay et
al., 2016), as shown in Figure 22. This asymmetry in en-
ergetic electrons and their precipitation has been replicated
well by global simulations (Chen Y et al., 2019; Dong et al.,
2019).
Dawn-dusk asymmetries associated with magnetic re-

connection at Mercury are opposite to those observed at
Earth. At Earth, magnetic reconnection occurs more fre-
quently in the pre-midnight magnetotail as verified by dif-
ferent spacecraft and various direct and indirect signatures
(e.g., Slavin et al., 2005; Imber et al., 2011; Liu et al., 2013;
Gabrielse et al., 2014; Genestreti et al., 2014; Walsh et al.,
2014). Recent local and global simulations suggest that dif-
ferences in Mercury’s and Earth’s dawn-dusk magnetotail
reconnection asymmetries are related to kinetic effects.

Global magnetohydrodynamic simulations with embedded
particle-in-cell (PIC) regions (i.e., MHD-EPIC models) of
Mercury’s magnetosphere have reproduced many of the
dawn-dusk asymmetries at Mercury, including that of mag-
netotail reconnection. Chen Yet al. (2019) performed MHD-
EPIC simulations of Mercury with the PIC region covering
the magnetotail. These numerical simulations reproduce: the
thicker dawnside current sheet, the enhanced dawnside
proton plasma density and pressure, dawnside preference for
dipolarizations and energetic electron injections, and dawn-
side stronger magnetic field. The results suggest that the
dawn-dusk reconnection asymmetry depends on the strength
of external solar wind driving. During moderate conditions,
reconnection is slightly preferred in the pre-midnight region
as the dawnside current sheet is significantly thicker than the
duskside current sheet. However, during strong solar wind
driving, the dawnside current sheet thins to the same thick-
ness as the duskside sheet, and reconnection shifts dawn-
ward. Kinetic Hall effects result in electron and magnetic
structures leaving the magnetotail reconnection site(s) to
travel dawnward, increasing the apparent dawn-dusk asym-
metry near the planet.
These global MHD-EPIC simulation results are similar to

localized PIC simulations. Liu et al. (2019) demonstrated
that a two-region structure develops within an active re-
connection site in 3D PIC simulations of thin magnetotail
current sheets. Within the ion diffusion region, electrons
remain magnetized (Hall effect) and preferentially transport

Figure 22 (a1) Observed X-ray fluorescence of Mercury’s nightside surface from precipitating energetic electrons from Lindsay et al. (2016). (a2)
Predicted locations of fluorescence from magnetotail dipolarization events from Dewey et al. (2017). (b) Spherical projection of (a1). (c) Electron pressure at
Mercury’s surface simulated by Dong et al. (2019).
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reconnected magnetic flux in the direction of the electron
drift. The electron-drift side continues to thin while the ion-
drift side experiences a relative suppression in the magnetic
reconnection rate. The suppression region develops with a
cross-tail with ~10 ion inertial lengths (di), implying a
minimum cross-tail width for magnetic reconnection sites.
Liu et al. (2019) apply these PIC simulation results to address
the opposite dawn-dusk asymmetry in magnetotail re-
connection at Earth and Mercury, shown in Figure 23.
Earth’s magnetotail is hundreds of di wide compared to
Mercury’s of tens of di; Earth’s magnetotail can accom-
modate more reconnection sites than Mercury. As both pla-
netary magnetotails possess thinner duskside current sheets,
reconnection initiates pre-midnight for both magnetotails. As
reconnection proceeds, the suppression region develops on
the local duskside of the reconnection site. In the Earth’s
relatively wide magnetotail, this local dawnward shift in
reconnection does not affect the global location of re-
connection. However, in Mercury’s relatively narrow mag-
netotail, this local dawnward shift results in post-midnight
reconnection. This hypothesis suggests that structures from
magnetic reconnection in Mercury’s magnetotail should be
on the order of a few di. With plasma densities ~3–6 cm−3 in
Mercury’s plasma sheet (see Figure 20), the ion inertial
length is ~0.04–0.06 RM. Dewey et al. (2020) measured the
average width of dipolarizations in Mercury’s magnetotail to
be 0.30 RM, implying the non-suppressed width of the re-
connection site to be ~6–8 di and is consistent with that
predicted by Liu et al. (2019). Smith et al. (2018b) utilized
Monte Carlo simulations to estimate that the typical re-
connection site width is 2.16 RM≈40–60 di, approximately
half the width of Mercury’s magnetotail (Slavin et al., 2012a)
and the full width of the thin current sheet (Poh et al., 2017a;
Rong et al., 2018). The difference between these two esti-
mates may originate from the Monte Carlo simulation as-

sumption. In the Monte Carlo simulations, Smith et al.
(2018b) assumed that there was at most a single-static re-
connection site that persisted for the duration of the MES-
SENGER’s crossing of the plasma sheet. Allowing for
multiple reconnection sites that last for variable durations
may result in closer estimates.

4.4 Substorm current wedge and current closure

Asymmetries in Mercury’s magnetotail reconnection affect
the coupling between the plasma sheet and the planet’s
conducting core. In addition to hosting induction currents
(see Section 3), Mercury’s core provides current closure to
static and/or large-scale field-aligned currents. Mercury’s ion
pick-up conductivity near the nightside polar regions is in-
sufficient to close currents (see Section 1.6); instead, field-
aligned currents are expected to flow radially through the
low-conductance regolith and mantle to close over the sur-
face of the highly conducting planetary core (~2,000 km
radius) (Janhunen and Kallio, 2004; Anderson et al., 2014).
While the first observations of Birkeland currents were re-
ported from Mariner 10 (Slavin et al., 1997), MESSENGER
observations have provided additional evidence for Birke-
land currents and this current closure model. Anderson et al.
(2014) identified statistical perturbations over Mercury’s
northern pole consistent with Region-1 field-aligned cur-
rents. These currents flow towards the planet on the dawn-
side and away from the planet on the duskside with typical
intensities between 20–40 kA. The study argues that current
closure via the core is most likely and that the height-in-
tegrated conductance above the core is ~1 S. In addition, this
study shows that there is no clear signature of the region-2
field-aligned current, which is expected to flow towards the
planet on the duskside and away from the planet on the
dawnside, i.e., in the opposite sense of region-1 field-aligned

Figure 23 (a) 3-D Particle-in-Cell (PIC) simulation of magnetic reconnection. The grey shaded region denotes where reconnection is locally suppressed
along y. The scale is comparable to the cross-tail scale of Mercury’s magnetotail. The scale of X-line in y is ~31 di, where di is the ion inertial length. “Dawn”
and “Dusk” correspond to the respective sides of Mercury’s magnetotail. (b) Schematic of dawn-dusk asymmetry in magnetotail reconnection at Earth and
Mercury resulting from local suppression in reconnection. The figure is adapted from Liu et al. (2019). A global MHD-embedded PIC model results in a
similar feature of magnetic reconnection in Mercury’s magnetotail can be found in Chen Y et al. (2019).
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current.
In planetary magnetospheres, the substorm current wedge

is another important source for field-aligned currents. Similar
to Region-1 field-aligned currents, the substorm current
wedge is expected to close via Mercury’s core. This current
wedge, schematically shown in Figure 24, forms during
magnetospherically active periods. Intense magnetotail re-
connection generates fast plasma flows that carry newly-
closed magnetic flux tubes (i.e., dipolarizations) planetward.
As the flows encounter the planetary dipole field, the in-
creased magnetic pressure brake and deflect the flows. As a
result, the magnetic flux carried in the dipolarizations accu-
mulates near Mercury (~700–1,200 km above the planet’s
nightside surface). The braking and flux pileup produce
Alfvén waves that form the substorm current wedge (Sun et
al., 2015a; Kepko et al., 2015; Dewey et al., 2020), which can
be described as a stable standing Alfvén wave (Glassmeier,
2000). At an estimated Alfvén speed of ~1,000 km s−1, the
skin depth of these waves (~750–960 km) is larger than the
depth of the regolith/mantle layer (~400 km). Although these
waves can reach and be partially reflected by the core, their
magnitude dampens exponentially. It is unlikely that a single
Alfvén wave injection can form a stable substorm current
wedge. Rather, the formation of a stable current wedge at
Mercury requires a series of dipolarizations as sequential
events can supply new Alfvén waves to replace damped ones
(Sun et al., 2015a; Dewey et al., 2020).

Asymmetries in Mercury’s magnetotail reconnection
manifest in the substorm current wedge. Dewey et al. (2020)
examined statistical signatures of magnetic flux pileup as-
sociated with dipolarizations in the near magnetotail. Pileup
is more commonly observed post-midnight, while the aver-
age pileup strength is stronger pre-midnight. Dewey et al.
(2020) interpret this signature as being related to Mercury’s
magnetotail asymmetry in dipolarizations: the more frequent
post-midnight dipolarizations initiate pileup on the dawnside
of the magnetotail, and after sufficient accumulation, the
pileup region can expand duskward. The substorm current
wedge at Mercury is therefore expected to form post-mid-
night and expand duskward, opposite to that at Earth.
Several studies have estimated the intensity of Mercury’s

substorm current wedge, as summarized in Table 4. Sun et al.
(2015b) examined several individual substorms and esti-
mated a current wedge intensity of ~60 kA by applying the
~1 S conductance (Anderson et al., 2014) to the magnetic
energy dissipated during each of those substorm expansion
phases. Poh et al. (2017a) examined a subset of central
plasma sheet crossings (see Section 4.2) and applied a line-
current model to a local statistical enhancement in the
magnetic field near midnight. They found that the enhance-
ment is consistent with a substorm current wedge of ~11 kA
and a closure conductance of ~1.2 S. Dewey et al. (2020)
examined the near-planet braking and flux pileup of dipo-
larizations to estimate a current wedge intensity of ~14.6 kA

Figure 24 A schematic figure of magnetotail reconnection, plasma flow, flow braking and diversion, flux pileup, and current wedge formation in Mercury’s
magnetotail. This figure is adapted from Dewey et al. (2020).

Table 4 The intensity of the field-aligned currents in substorm current wedge and the height-integrated electrical conductance at Mercury from different
studies

Studies Intensity of SCW (kA) Height-integrated electrical conductance (S) How to estimate

Sun et al. (2015b) ~60 ~1a) Dissipation of magnetic energy

Poh et al. (2017a) ~11 ~1.2 Flux Pileup

Dewey et al. (2020) ~14.6±5.0 ~0.8±0.4 Dipolarization related Flux Pileup

a) Anderson et al. (2014)

32 Sun W, et al. Sci China Earth Sci



and a closure conductance of ~0.8 S. Poh et al. (2017a) and
Dewey et al. (2020) obtained similar estimates, but both
found intensities much weaker than those reported by Sun et
al. (2015b). The discrepancy may be due to sample size, as
Sun et al. (2015b) investigated a small subset of the most
intense substorms. Additionally, Dewey et al. (2020) suggest
that a portion of dipolarizations may reach the planet’s
nightside surface. Such events would not contribute to flux
pileup. Sun et al. (2015b) assumed that all dipolarizations
would stop before reaching Mercury’s surface, which would
result in an overestimation of typical substorm current wedge
intensities.

4.5 Open questions regarding plasma sheet dynamics

MESSENGER returned a rich set of measurements that have
equipped the community to investigate the dynamics and
dawn-dusk asymmetries of Mercury’s magnetotail. How-
ever, open questions on the origin, character, and extent of
these dynamics and asymmetries remain to be answered.
First, the origin of Mercury’s post-midnight bias in mag-

netotail reconnection remains unresolved. Numerical simu-
lations (e.g., Chen Y et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2019) have
reproduced this dawn-dusk asymmetry and proposed hy-
potheses related to Hall effects. However, the precise me-
chanisms that produce the asymmetry differ. While both
simulations are consistent with published MESSENGER
observations, further comparison with observations is re-
quired to refine the origin of this cross-tail reconnection
asymmetry and its difference from that at Earth. Dawn-dusk
differences are also observed in the magnetotail, with the
typical cross-tail width of reconnection sites still under de-
bate. While Dewey et al. (2020) find the widths are small
(~0.3 RM), Smith et al. (2018a) identify a much greater extent
(~2 RM). MESSENGER’s polar orbit limits the extent to
which we can constrain cross-tail widths of individual
structures. Therefore, numerical simulations will prove par-
ticularly valuable in characterizing Mercury’s magnetotail
reconnection sites.
Second, the frequency and character of Mercury’s sub-

storm current wedge warrant further study. While recent
studies have demonstrated that a substorm current wedge can
form in Mercury’s magnetotail, the frequency and duration
of the structure remain unknown. Based on the number and
frequency of observed dipolarizations, Dewey et al. (2020)
estimated ~6% of MESSENGER plasma sheet crossings
could form a current wedge. This fraction is a lower bound
since multiple magnetotail reconnection sites could produce
a dipolarization that would not be observed by a single
spacecraft. As discussed in Section 4.4, the intensity of the
substorm current wedge is also undetermined. The difference
in estimates from Sun et al. (2015b) compared to Poh et al.
(2017a) and Dewey et al. (2020) demonstrates that the in-

tensity of such a current structure may span an order of
magnitude depending on the driver of the system. Ad-
ditionally, while Dewey et al. (2020) provide a detailed es-
timation of substorm current wedge formation, several
details require further attention, such as the mechanism and
threshold for duskward magnetic flux pileup expansion.
Third, mass entry and transport in the plasma sheet for

different ion species would benefit from further refinement.
Theoretical and numerical studies (e.g., Delcourt, 2013) have
advanced our understanding of dawn-dusk distributions of
some ion species. However, the different mechanisms of
mass entry and their relative contributions have not been
quantified. For example, protons dominate the plasma sheet
by number density, and several mechanisms have been pro-
posed to describe their average dawn-dusk distributions.
Zhao et al. (2020) suggest that entry from the low latitude
boundary layer produces the enhancement of warm flux near
the magnetotail flanks, while the dawnside preference in
magnetic reconnection controls the dawnside enhancement
in thermal flux. The efficiencies and precise details of these
mechanisms require further analysis, particularly as they
relate to proton distributions in the magnetosheath and
plasma mantle (Jasinski et al., 2017). Energization (see
Section 5), transport (e.g., Poh et al., 2018), and loss of
plasma in the plasma sheet constitute additional open topics
that connect entry mechanisms to the observed magnetotail
distributions in proton density and temperature.
Finally, the statistical nature of analyzing dawn-dusk

asymmetries from MESSENGER observations alone in-
troduces difficulties in understanding how these cross-tail
trends depend on solar wind drivers and Mercury’s eccentric
orbit.
(1) Mercury’s cross-tail trends are expected to depend on

upstream solar wind driving (Sun et al., 2017b; Chen Yet al.,
2019). However, MESSENGER’s elliptical orbit introduces
long delays between plasma sheet crossings and solar wind
observations. The nearest magnetopause crossing is ~1–2 h
from the spacecraft’s pass through the plasma sheet, during
which solar wind and interplanetary magnetic field condi-
tions are expected to change (James et al., 2017). These long
delays prevent accurate pairing of MESSENGER magneto-
tail observations and external driving conditions. Some stu-
dies (e.g., Sun et al., 2017b) have used proxies within the
magnetosphere to infer magnetospheric activity levels in
order to mitigate this limitation. The dependence of cross-tail
trends on upstream conditions deserves further dedicated
attention.
(2) It is unknown if Mercury’s orbit around the Sun in-

fluences dawn-dusk asymmetries in the magnetotail. MES-
SENGER’s orbital plane is fixed in inertial space, so the
spacecraft samples different local times of the magneto-
sphere as Mercury’s position changes with respect to the
Sun. As a result, the local time of MESSENGER observa-
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tions is fixed to Mercury’s orbital position. For example,
MESSENGER’s orbit always samples the dawn-dusk ter-
minator at perihelion. Mercury possesses the most eccentric
planetary orbit within the Solar System, and as a result, the
solar wind conditions change substantially over the course of
its orbit (see Section 1). Without correcting with seasonal
effects in MESSENGER observations, examining cross-tail
properties convolutes seasonal trends, seasonal coverage,
and dawn-dusk asymmetries. Some studies (e.g., Korth et al.,
2014) have made assumptions on seasonal effects (e.g., in
proton density) to mitigate these uncertainties; however,
such effects and their influence on dawn-dusk asymmetries
remain observationally unconstrained.

5. Particle energization in Mercury’s magneto-
sphere

In this chapter, we summarize particle energization by var-
ious processes in Mercury’s magnetosphere through com-
parisons with other magnetospheres in the Solar System.
Mercury’s relatively small magnetosphere results in the
temporal and spatial scale of the electric and magnetic field
variations to be comparable to those of plasma motion at the
planet. Under such circumstances, plasma motion and field
variation strongly affect each other, resulting in a possible
non-adiabatic energization of plasmas which leads to sig-
nificant plasma heating (e.g., Delcourt et al., 2002, 2007,
2017; Zelenyi et al., 2007). In the following subchapters, we
focus on the different possible mechanisms of particle en-
ergization expected in Mercury’s magnetosphere.

5.1 Kelvin-Helmholtz waves energizations

The K-H instability is an important process in which solar
wind plasma penetrates to the magnetosphere when the IMF
field lines are parallel to the planet’s magnetospheric field
lines. K-H waves have been observed by various spacecraft
at Earth (e.g., Hasegawa et al., 2004; Hwang et al., 2011; Yan
et al., 2014) and by Cassini at Saturn (Burkholder et al.,
2020). At Mercury, MESSENGER had detected the K-H
vortices several times in the magnetospheric flanks (Slavin et
al., 2008; Sundberg et al., 2011, 2012; Liljeblad et al., 2014;
Gershman et al., 2015). In general, the rolled-up K-H vortex
leads to the transport of mass and momentum into the
magnetosphere, and thus mixes two adjacent plasmas. Fur-
thermore, magnetic reconnection inside the vortex enhances
the plasma mixing within the vortex (e.g., Nykyri and Otto,
2001; Eriksson et al., 2016). At Earth, ion heating is dis-
cussed by several authors (e.g., Nykyri et al., 2006; Moore et
al., 2017; Masson and Nykyri, 2018), and the particle en-
ergization associated with the K-H instability is mainly
caused by secondary mechanisms such as magnetic re-

connection, ion scale waves (Moore et al., 2017), kinetic
Alfvén waves (Johnson and Cheng, 1997, 2001), and fast
magnetosonic waves (Moore et al., 2016, 2017). At Saturn,
Delamere et al. (2018) discussed that the magnetic fluctua-
tions due to the growth of the K-H instability are turbulent,
and thus, proton heating is expected.
In the magnetospheric flanks of Mercury, similar me-

chanisms of particle energization are expected. However,
because of the limited particle instrument onboard MES-
SENGER, ion heating associated with the secondary me-
chanisms of the K-H instability cannot be analyzed in detail,
i.e., magnetic reconnection inside a vortex would result from
a thin current sheet compared to that at the dayside magne-
topause. This would result in current sheet signatures with
very short time intervals in the MESSENGER data, and thus,
the ion heating cannot be addressed using the data from the
FIPS instrument with a time resolution of around 10 s. Par-
ticle energization associated with the secondary mechanisms
during the development of the K-H instability will be ne-
cessarily discussed by kinetic modeling and the new data
from the BepiColombo mission in the future. On the other
hand, due to Mercury’s relatively small magnetosphere, the
temporal and spatial field variation during the development
of the K-H instability could be comparable to those of
plasma motion. The estimated wavelength of the K-H waves
observed by MESSENGER is about 1.5 RM (Mercury radius,
2440 km) (Gershman et al., 2015), and the heavy ions of
planetary origin such as Na+ observed in the vicinity of the
K-H waves have a few keVof energy, meaning that particles
have about a gyroradius of a few hundreds of kilometers. In
this case, particles can undergo E-burst, in which a particle
accelerates due to the sudden variation of an electric field
within one gyroperiod.
Aizawa et al. (2018) conducted the particle tracing tech-

nique in the magnetic vector field obtained by ideal MHD
simulations and found that the electric field variation during
the development of K-H instability at Mercury can non-
adiabatically energize planetary ions. The energization de-
pends on the direction of particle motion and the electric
field that the particles experience during one gyroperiod. The
energy that particles can gain is controlled by the energy of
the field, that is, the E×B drift speed (see Figure 25).
Therefore, if the particle velocity vector and the electric field
vector point in the same direction, and the particle has re-
latively small energy compared to the field that the particle
passes through, its gyro motion is modified, and the particle
gains a large boost of energy (encircled by red in Figure 25).
However, if the particle is moving against the electric field
and has comparable energy to that of the field, the particle
can be decelerated (encircled by blue). If the particle has
large energy compared to the E×B field, the particle does not
gain energy (encircled by green).
Aizawa et al. (2020a) conducted a statistical analysis of the
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extensive work of Aizawa et al. (2018) to understand the
particle energization and transport on both dawn and dusk
configurations. They found that particle energization occurs
on both the dawn and dusk side of the planet under north and
southward IMF, but transport is more likely controlled by the
convection electric field in the magnetosheath. For example,
while the K-H instability is equally present on both the dawn
and dusk sides under the northward IMF, particles are more
energized and transport across the magnetopause on the
dawnside, while less energization and transport of plasmas
are observed on the duskside. Non-adiabatically energized
ions are expected to sputter and produce secondary particles
from the exosphere and surface. Contrary to simulation
studies, Aizawa et al. (2020b) analyzed particle data obtained
by the FIPS instrument. They focused on the sodium ion
group and compared the phase space density distribution of
the particle’s path without K-H waves. Although there are
some instrumental constraints, such as the limited field of
view and energy range, the phase space distribution between
K-H and non-K-H events exhibit significant differences
when the spacecraft is inside the magnetosphere adjacent to
the region where K-H waves are observed. The different
distributions indicate that planetary ions are likely de-
celerated when K-H waves are present. K-H waves are fre-
quently observed by MESSENGER on the dusk-nightside
magnetopause, where FIPS detected the population of so-
dium ions with a few keV (Raines et al., 2011; Zurbuchen et
al., 2011). According to the mechanisms suggested by Ai-
zawa et al. (2018), it seems they observed ions that have a
large enough energy compared to the E×B energy, and move
against the electric field, corresponding to the circled group
by blue in Figure 25.

5.2 Dipolarization fronts and flux rope energization

Dipolarization fronts are also key phenomena that lead to
particle energization in the magnetotail. There have been
several mechanisms suggested for the formation of these
dipolarization fronts, such as flow braking (e.g., Shiokawa et
al., 1997; Birn et al., 2011; Fu et al., 2011; Pan et al., 2016),
transient magnetic reconnection (e.g., Sitnov et al., 2009; Fu
et al., 2013), and plasma instabilities (e.g., Pritchett and
Coroniti, 2010; Runov et al., 2012; Pritchett and Coroniti,
2013; Pan et al., 2018). At Earth, previous studies using both
simulations and observations have revealed that both ions
and electrons are significantly accelerated during these di-
polarizations (see Fu et al. (2020) and references therein).
Particle acceleration in Earth’s magnetotail contains both
adiabatic (Fermi and betatron) and non-adiabatic (wave-
particle interaction, resonance) acceleration. Moreover, flux
ropes may also energize particles by reflecting particles be-
tween the two ends inside the rope, i.e., Fermi-like accel-
eration, either by the reconnection electric field (see Drake et

al., 2006) or via the contraction of the flux rope (e.g., Dahlin
et al., 2014; Sun et al., 2019). Earthward traveling flux ropes
could interact with the dipole magnetic field and re-re-
connect (e.g., Slavin et al., 2003; Lu et al., 2015; Poh et al.,
2019), which may also energize particles. At the very large
magnetosphere of Jupiter, recent observations from the Juno
spacecraft show that flux increase and particle acceleration
are likely due to adiabatic acceleration (Artemyev et al.,
2020).
On the other hand, at Mercury, data from Mariner-10 first

revealed energetic electron bursts associated with dipolar-
ization events (Eraker and Simpson, 1986; Christon, 1987).
In the MESSENGER era, the energetic particle spectrometer
(EPS), the X-ray spectrometer, and the Gamma-ray and
neutron spectrometer (GRNS) onboard MESSENGER have
been used to identify energetic electrons, and the Fast Ima-
ging Plasma Spectrometer (FIPS) has been used to examine
ion properties. Baker et al. (2016) first reported energetic
electron injections in conjunction with magnetic field dipo-
larizations using GRNS. Later, Dewey et al. (2017) identified
538 dipolarizations with energetic electron injections and
conducted a statistical analysis of these events (see Figure 26
for dipolarization related energetic electrons). Their results
suggest that electrons are likely energized by betatron or
Fermi acceleration, and are likely not accelerated directly by
magnetic reconnection, but by the subsequent dipolarization.
Ion heating during dipolarizations at Mercury has also been
investigated by Sun et al. (2017b) and Dewey et al. (2017),
with a comparative study at the Earth conducted by Sun et al.
(2018). Sun et al. (2017b) reported that proton suprathermal
flux and temperature in the plasma sheet are attributed to the
different levels of magnetospheric activity, primarily the

Figure 25 Energization of planetary ions associated with K-H instability.
Final perpendicular energy (μB)fin, normalized to the maximum E×B drift
energy (εE×B) of Na

+ ions as a function of normalized initial perpendicular
energy, (μB)ini/εE×B. The magnetic moment μ is the perpendicular energy of
particles divided by magnetic field intensity (B). The time scale of the
corresponding E burst is coded according to the color scale at the right. The
figure is adapted from Aizawa et al. (2018).
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different thickness of the current sheet. Ion properties before
and after the dipolarization are fitted by Maxwellian and
kappa distributions, and they concluded that thermal protons
energized to suprathermal energies appeared as a significant
kappa value in the distribution (see Figure 27). Proton tem-
perature increases were also observed accompanying the
dipolarization. However, the statistical analysis conducted
by Dewey et al. (2017) showed that the typical temperature
of thermal protons in dipolarization events is 38.0 MK
compared to the 35.2 MK of ambient thermal plasma. This
acceleration seems to be betatron acceleration, and they find
that the average factor of plasma heating is about 1.1 at
Mercury, while the average plasma heating factor at Earth is
about 1.3. Two cases described in Sun et al. (2017b) indicate
significant proton acceleration events (heating factor of 2)
are extreme cases.
Since the timescale of dipolarizaions observed in Mer-

cury’s magnetotail is about 5–10 s, which is comparable with
the gyroperiod of protons in the vicinity, particle acceleration

is expected to be non-adiabatic (Delcourt et al., 2007). Sun et
al. (2018) made a comparative study of the properties of
magnetic dipolarizations at Earth and Mercury. The ion
density in the plasma sheet is an order of magnitude higher at
Mercury (~3–10 cm−3) than at Earth (~0.1–0.6 cm−3), while
the temperature is several times lower at Mercury (~
1–5 keV) than at Earth (~3–10 keV). The kappa value at
Mercury has a broader range (~2 to ~60) than that at Earth
(~5 to 20), and its variability during the dipolarization is
larger (>60%) than that at Earth (<20%). This large variation
in kappa value at Mercury indicates energy-dependent en-
ergy increments, while the small kappa variation at Earth
indicates betatron acceleration under the conservation of the
magnetic moment. Two possible mechanisms described the
energy-dependent energy increments were discussed: non-
adiabatic cross-tail particle motion associated with thin
current sheets and wave-particle interactions.
Although particle acceleration, especially electron accel-

eration directly by magnetic reconnection, has not been well

Figure 26 A dipolarization is associated with several energetic electron injections. Each panel from top to bottom: GRS count rate; GRS accumulated
spectra; FIPS H+ spectrum; magnetic field x component (Bx); magnetic field y component (By); magnetic field z component (Bz); and magnetic field intensity
(Bt). This figure is adapted from Dewey et al. (2017).
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investigated in Mercury’s magnetosphere, a few simulations
have suggested that turbulent plasmoid reconnection can
effectively accelerate electrons and form a power-law spec-
trum (Büchner et al., 2018; Zhou et al., 2018). These studies
further pointed out that these accelerations occurred in the
region around a reconnecting X-line. MESSENGER ob-
servations of a high-frequency chain of flux ropes in the
magnetotail (e.g., Sun et al., 2016, 2020b; Zhong et al.,
2020a), and on the magnetopause (e.g., Slavin et al., 2012b,
2014; Sun et al., 2020b) support the idea of plasmoid re-
connection. However, their efficiency in energizing particles
requires further studies.

5.3 Ion cross-tail energization

Particle energization without any dynamic magnetospheric
phenomena (e.g., dipolarization, magnetic reconnections) in
the magnetotail is also possible (so-called cross-tail particle
motion). When the radius of curvature of the magnetic field
is comparable to the gyro-radius of a particle, non-adiabatic

energization can occur as a result of impulsive centrifugal
forces. The magnetic moment changes of the particle are
organized according to a three-branch pattern (Delcourt and
Martin Jr, 1994). In that regime, acceleration or non-adia-
batic motion causes several interesting phenomena related to
ion dynamics and plasma environment. For example,
Ashour-Abdalla et al. (1993) reported enhanced particle
trapping with a large energy gain during particles’ drift
motion toward the duskside. This may also cause phase
bunching, a process that thins the magnetotail current sheet
(e.g., Delcourt et al., 1995, 1996a, 1996b). In addition, the
aurora caused by ion precipitation, energy-dispersed ion
structures, and plasma sheet phenomena has been reported at
Earth (West Jr et al., 1978a, 1978b; Wagner et al., 1979;
Lyons and Speiser, 1982; Ashour-Abdalla et al., 1991, 1992;
Keiling et al., 2004). The large magnetic moment of the
particle indicates a change in its mirror point, suggesting that
non-adiabatic motion causes ion precipitation.
At Mercury, Delcourt et al. (2003) examined the circula-

tion of heavy ions of planetary origin within Mercury’s
magnetosphere using a simple particle tracing technique and
made a statistical map of ion distributions (see Figure 28). In
their calculation, sodium ions from the exosphere can be
non-adiabatically accelerated and move towards the dusk
magnetopause (see also, Ip, 1987). Due to their large gyro
radii, those particles cannot achieve sufficient drift motion
around the planet to hit the dusk magnetopause. On the other
hand, protons are not non-adiabatically energized due to their
small gyro radii. Due to the electric field in the magnetotail,
ions move from dawn to dusk, resulting in an asymmetry in
the distribution of sodium ions, which is consistent with
MESSENGER observations (Zurbuchen et al., 2011; Raines
et al., 2013; Gershman et al., 2014). Poh et al. (2018) have
examined the transport of mass and energy in Mercury’s
plasma sheet and found an average polytropic index of 0.687.
The predicted polytropic index assuming adiabatic behavior
is 5/3, which is larger than the observed value, which sug-
gests particles are behaving non-adiabatically. Interestingly,
the polytropic index with magnetospheric activities shows a
lower value (~0.58) than the index during quiet times
(~0.64).

5.4 Open questions regarding the particle accelerations

Four years of MESSENGER observations have brought a
wealth of information on the plasma environment and
magnetospheric activity at Mercury. Analysis of particle
acceleration combined with simulation studies has shown us
many features in the Mercury magnetosphere are analogous
to those observed at Earth but on a smaller scale. However,
due to mission and instrument constraints, some information
is still missing. For example, non-adiabatic energization of
ions with a few eV has not yet been confirmed due to the

Figure 27 Proton phase space density (PSD) and counts versus E/Q be-
fore and after a dipolarization on 1 July 2011 during a plasma sheet
crossing. Red dots in each figure represent the measurements with only one
proton count. Blue lines are Kappa distributions fitting the hot plasma
components. Green lines are Maxwellian fits to the cold components. The
black line in (a) is the sum of blue and green lines. The figure is adapted
from Sun et al. (2017b).
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mission constraints. Also, wave-particle interactions in
Mercury’s magnetosphere have not yet been observed di-
rectly.
This chapter has reviewed the particle energizations on a

large scale, including the K-H vortices, dipolarization fronts,
and cross-tail energization. We know that the K-H waves are
an essential source for ultra-low frequency (ULF) waves.
ULF waves can be a means of energy transport (Dungey and
Southwood, 1970; Pu and Kivelson, 1983; Glassmeier et al.,
2004), and can energize particles through wave-particle in-
teractions. A better understanding of ULF waves can result
in a better understanding of the transfer of energy and mo-
mentum in planetary magnetospheres. ULF waves have been
frequently observed on Mercury’s dayside magnetosphere,
and are possibly initiated by the K-H waves (Liljeblad et al.,
2016; Liljeblad and Karlsson, 2017), particle anisotropy (e.
g., Schriver et al., 2011; Boardsen et al., 2015), and magnetic
structures in the plasma sheet (Sun et al., 2015a). However,
observations are limited to single-point magnetic field
measurement. Moreover, ULF waves in Earth’s magneto-
sphere can be initiated by many processes, such as variations
in the solar wind dynamic pressure, including interplanetary
shocks (e.g., Kepko et al., 2002; Zong et al., 2007), and high-
speed plasma flows, and magnetic structures that are ac-
companied by pressure variations (Keiling et al., 2014).
Another important source for ULF waves is ion cyclotron

waves (ICWs). At Mercury, the newly ionized H+, O+, or Na+

can be picked up by the convection electric field and gen-
erate ICWs. A survey of Mariner 10 magnetic field mea-
surements does not show evidence of H+ or Na+ ICWs in
Mercury’s magnetosphere (Boardsen and Slavin, 2007),
which is likely because Mariner 10 crossed Mercury’s
magnetosphere quickly and could not take measurements
over a sufficient number of Na+ cyclotron periods. The latest
MESSENGER measurements have provided the evidence
for pick-up planetary ions (Na+-group) in the solar wind
ahead of Mercury’s magnetosphere (Jasinski et al., 2020) but
are not accompanied by ICWs. Huang et al. (2020) have
done a statistical study of the magnetic field fluctuations
around Mercury’s magnetosphere. In the regions near the
magnetopause, they reported a peak in the spectra power
density of the magnetic field fluctuations. The peak has a
frequency that is close to the Na+ local gyro-frequency,
which might be evidence of Na+ cyclotron waves. Schmid et
al. (2021) have done a comprehensive investigation of the
ICWs generated by pick-up protons. The investigations focus
on the solar wind and magnetosheath around Mercury’s
magnetosphere and have shown that ICWs found in the solar
wind and magnetosheath exhibit different properties.
Most of the above sources have not been confirmed in

Mercury’s magnetosphere. Furthermore, the scale of Mer-
cury’s magnetosphere is only a few thousand kilometers,

Figure 28 Modeled energy of Na+ at (left) perihelion and (right) aphelion. The top and bottom panels show cross-sections in the noon-midnight plane and
the equatorial plane, respectively. The color bar at the right represents the intensity of energies. The figure is adapted from Delcourt et al. (2003).
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which is comparable to the wavelength of several types of
ULF waves, and Mercury only has a tenuous exosphere with
a very low conductivity, which can influence the propagation
and dissipation of ULF waves in Mercury’s magnetosphere.
Although some MESSENGER observations (James et al.,
2019) and simulations (Kim et al., 2016) have suggested the
existence of field-line resonance in Mercury’s magneto-
sphere, whether a large portion of the plasma waves was
reflected or absorbed near Mercury’s surface is still an open
question.
Moreover, our knowledge of very low frequency (VLF)

waves in Mercury’s magnetosphere is incomplete. VLF
waves are shown to be closely related to energetic electrons
(from tens of keV to MeV). For example, chorus waves,
whose frequency is between the lower hybrid frequency and
the electron cyclotron frequency, have not been investigated
in Mercury’s magnetosphere. Chorus waves are widely ob-
served at planetary magnetospheres, such as Earth (Tsurutani
and Smith, 1974; Burtis and Helliwell, 1976; Tao et al.,
2020), Saturn (Gurnett et al., 1981), and Jupiter (Menietti et
al., 2012). Chorus waves can significantly influence electron
dynamics. Chorus waves can accelerate electrons from tens
of keV to hundreds of keVand even to MeV (e.g., Horne and
Thorne, 1998; Thorne et al., 2013). Furthermore, chorus
waves can scatter the pitch angles of low energy electrons
(hundreds eV to keVs), causing some electrons to be scat-
tered into loss cones and precipitate into the upper atmo-
sphere (Thorne et al., 2010; Kasahara et al., 2018).

6. Future BepiColombo opportunities

The BepiColombo project is a joint mission between ESA
and JAXA currently en route to Mercury (Benkhoff et al.,
2010). The BepiColombo mission was launched on 20 Oc-
tober 2018 and is on an approximately seven-year journey to
the planet Mercury. During its journey, BepiColombo is
scheduled to perform nine planetary flybys. To date, they
have flown by Earth and Venus once and will fly by Venus
one more time and a total of Mercury six times. BepiCo-
lombo consists of two spacecraft: the Mercury Magneto-
spheric Orbiter (MMO, also called Mio) (Murakami et al.,
2020), and the Mercury Planetary Orbiter (MPO). Both Mio
and MPO have groups of dedicated instruments that will
detect the neutral, plasma, and magnetic field environments
at Mercury. BepiColombo will also enable simultaneous
two-point observations of Mercury’s magnetosphere for the
first time. At times, one spacecraft will measure solar wind
conditions upstream of the bow shock and serve as a solar
wind monitor for the other spacecraft inside the magneto-
sphere. The recently published instrumental papers outline a
variety of discussions over how the BepiColombo mea-
surements are expected to improve the understanding of the

planet Mercury. Here, it is pointed out that the dual-space-
craft measurements of BepiColombo will be beneficial to the
following topics:
(1) Magnetosphere-planet’s surface coupling. MPO/

Search for Exosphere Refilling and Emitted Neutral Abun-
dances (SERENA) (Orsini et al., 2021) provide compre-
hensive measurements of low-energy (~eV) and high-energy
(up to 5 keV) neutrals and their elemental compositions in
the exosphere near the planet. Comprehensive measurements
of temperature profiles and spatial distributions can help to
identify the different releasing processes of exospheric par-
ticles and the dynamics of planetary exospheres. MPO/Solar
Intensity X-ray and particle Spectrometer (SIXS) (Huovelin
et al., 2020) can measure the energetic neutral particles
(ENA). Since the high-energy solar wind particles impacting
on the surface can eject energetic neutrals out of the surface,
the SIXS can monitor the solar wind precipitation on the
planet’s surface. Mio/Mercury Plasma Particle Experiment
(MPPE) (Saito et al., 2010) covers wider energy ranges and
can provide three-dimensional velocity distributions of ion
species. With MPPE, the dynamics of the ionized particles
can be investigated in detail.
(2) The properties and the drivers of the magnetospheric

response modes. Firstly, the features and properties of
Mercury’s magnetosphere under the different magneto-
spheric modes can be studied with BepiColombo dual-
spacecraft. Mio/MPPE can provide 3-dimensional measure-
ments of the plasma and will be able to provide the plasma
flow information (Saito et al., 2010). The convection feature
in the plasma sheet can be investigated and compared among
the response modes. Secondly, the solar wind monitor allows
for analysis of the solar wind conditions that drive different
magnetospheric response modes, including substorms, stea-
dy magnetospheric convection, and sawtooth events. Third-
ly, comparative magnetospheres between Mercury and Earth
might help interpret the driving conditions of different
magnetospheric modes.
(3) The dawn-dusk properties of the plasma sheet. The

BepiColombo dual-spacecraft measurements will be able to
mitigate the limitations of single-point measurement. One
spacecraft can measure solar wind conditions while the other
spacecraft samples inside the magnetosphere. These up-
stream solar wind observations will allow for improved
aberration considerations and analysis of dawn-dusk asym-
metries as functions of solar wind forcing. Furthermore, the
orbital planes of BepiColombo’s spacecraft will be ortho-
gonal to that of MESSENGER.While MESSENGER orbited
along with the terminators at perihelion, the two BepiCo-
lombo spacecraft will orbit noon-midnight, increasing the
seasonal magnetospheric coverage of in situ measurements
at Mercury. With an improved understanding of cross-tail
asymmetries at Mercury, we can continue to explore the
fundamental aspects of planetary magnetotails.
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(4) The particle energization in Mercury’s magnetosphere.
The BepiColombo dual-spacecraft will have a north-south
symmetric orbit and will allow for many coordinated ob-
servations (Milillo et al., 2020). The dual-spacecraft will at
times provide simultaneous measurements of the upstream
solar wind conditions and the magnetosphere. The spacecraft
Mio and MPO carry a full package of sophisticated instru-
ments to observe both electromagnetic fields and the plasma
environment. Mio/MPPE will provide information on plas-
ma flows, especially the electrons, and the properties of
energetic particles. The MPO/SERENA will provide mea-
surements of low-energy neutral atoms and ions and their
compositions (up to several keV) (Orsini et al., 2021), which
again offers a great opportunity to investigate the particle
dynamics of Mercury’s magnetosphere and exosphere. At the
same time, the spacecraft carries a variety of magnetic field
and electric field instruments, including the magnetometer,
i.e., MPO/MAG (Glassmeier et al., 2010; Heyner et al.,
2021) and Mio/MGF (Baumjohann et al., 2020). In parti-
cular, Mio/Plasma wave experiment (PWI) will provide the
first electric field measurements from DC to 10 MHz
(Karlsson et al., 2020; Kasaba et al., 2020), and search coil
magnetometers with frequency up to 20 kHz (Yagitani et al.,
2020). With these high sampling rate for magnetic field and
electric field measurements, we can better understand the
electromagnetic field waves and plasma waves in Mercury’s
magnetosphere and further our investigations of wave-par-
ticle interactions and the energetic particle environment of
Mercury.
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