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ABSTRACT

The northern solar hemisphere was considerably more active than the southern during the
latter portion of sunspot cycle 19 and the first part of cycle 20 in all parameters
investigated: solar flare reports, type II radio bursts, sunspot numbers and sunspot areas.
Since 1874, sunspot area measurements suggest only one other lengthy time period (1883-1900)
when one hemisphere of the sun was persistently more active than the other. For the
remaining time periods, the sunspot areas appear to have been approximately equal for each
hemisphere. From this we suggest the possibility that the perpendicular cosmic ray gradient
inferred between 1959 and 1970 may not be representative of "normal" conditions primarily
because solar activity was not evenly distributed between the two hemispheres, and
consequently the cosmic ray propagation characteristics may not have been symmetric between
the northern and southern portions of the heliosphere.

INTRODUCTION

Several studies /1,2,3,4/ have suggested that a southward pointing gtadient existed in the
density of high energy cosmic rays in the region of the earth's orbit during the 1960's.
There is also some evidence for a possible reversal of this gradient during subsequent years.
It appears, however, that the consistent gradient observed throughout the 1960's was not
followed by an equally strong gradient in the opposite direction during the l470's.

Assuming that the galactic cosmic ray intensity is isotropic, asymmetric cosmic ray density
gradients cannot be maintained continuously from fhe northern to the southern boundary of the
heliosphere. The gradients must, therefore, be localized within a few AU of the observation
point (e.g. the earth), and it should be possible to associate them with other interplanetary
or solar phenomena. The cosmic rays concerned have rigidities in the range of a few GV
(detected by neutron monitors) to above 100 GV, observed by underground muon detectors. The
gyro-radii range up to at least 0.5 AU, and any asymmetric gradients observed thus lie within
about an AU of the earth.

The existence of these gradients suggests a hemispheric asymmetry in interplanetary
conditions. If, for example, more disturbances are carried radially away from the northern
solar hemisphere than from the southern, a southward pointing cosmic ray density gradient
would be expected in the region of the heliospheric equatorial plane. Similarly, a northward
gradient would result from excess activity south of the equatorial plane. Accordingly, we
have reviewed data on the location of various forms of solar activity for as long periods as
feasible in order to investigate possible long-lived anisotropies in solar activity.

SOLAR ACTIVITY

Positional solar activity data are available in various forms for over 100 years. Using
Greenwich solar data from 1874 to 1954, Newton and Milsom /5/ concluded that the degree of
solar activity between the northern and southern solar hemispheres did not appear to depend
upon the 22-year solar magnetic cycle. By plotting sunspot area vs. date for each of the
solar hemispheres for observations made between 1874 and 1974, White and Trotter /6/ reached
a similar conclusion, i.e. that, on average to first order, the solar magnetic cycle was
approximately uniorm in each solar hemisphere. Their technique, however, was principally
aimed at identifying alternations between successive solar cycles. We have re-examined this
data set and find two time periods when one hemisphere of the sun appeared to be dominant
over periods longer than a solar cycle.
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Figure 1. Sunspot areas for north and south hemispheres of the sun between 1873
and 1972. The dark sections between the two lines indicates periods with an
excess of sunspot areas in the northern hemisphere of the sun. The cross-hatched
sections between the two lines indicates time periods with an evcess of .in~pot=
in the southern hemisphere of the sun. (Figure after White and Trotter /6/)

Figure 1 shows the sunspot areas for both hcmispheres of the sun from 1874 to 1972. The
values plotted were obtained from the White and Trotter publication /6/. They used a running
mean of 13 solar rotations. (For an explanation of the input values used by White and
Trotter, the reader is referred to their publication.) The figure illustrates an excess of
sunspot areas in the southern hemisphere of the sun between 1882 and approximately 1905.
Between 1905 and approximately 1948 the sunspot areas appear to be equally divided between
the two hemispheres over each solar cycle. From 1948 until 1972 there is an excess of
sunspot areas in the northern hemisphere of the sun with a clear dominance between 1958 and
1971 as indicated in Figure 2. Figure 2 also illustrates that northern hemisphere dominance
is evident in other measures of solar activity, in this case the number of flares as observed
in H-a. Note the clear correspondence for all years but one between the two parameters
shown. We attribute the 1976 discrepancy to the small nunber of active regions occurring
during the year, giving the opportunity for a few regions to dominate the flare activity. (A
similar relationship is observed between sunspot areas and the occurrence of flares of
importance £ 1.)

In an earlier paper, Swinson et al., /4/ noted the preponderance of "major' flares and type
II radio bursts in the northern hemisphere during the 1960's, and indicated that the period
corresponded to the interval between successive solar magnetic polarity reversals. At the
time of writing of that paper its authors believed that the asyimnetric cosmic ray gradient
which occurred during the same time interval might have some physical significance associated
with the solar magnetic polarity reversals; we are now more inclined to believe it to be
coincidental.
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Figure 2. Percentage of sunspot areas (1940-1985) and flares
(1958-1985) in the northern hemisphere of the sun.

COSMIC RAY MEASUREMENTS

The investigators listed in the Introduction broadly agree that a southward pointing cosmic
ray density gradient existed during the 1960's, a period roughly bounded by the solar
magnetic polarity reversals of 1957-58 and 1969-70. We attribute this gradient to the excess
of disturbances conducted radially away from the northern hemisphere of the sun making it
more difficult for galactic cosmic rays to penetrate into the northern regions of the
heliosphere than into the southern. Antonucci et al., /2/ state that their analysis, using
data from the neutron monitors at Climax (until 1976) and Dourbes (thereafter) also suggests
a northward pointing asymmetric gradient before 1957 and after 1971. They take care,
however, to point out that the statistical basis for this conclusion is not strong. Since
the early 1970's, solar activity appears to have been equally divided between the two solar
hemispheres, consistent with the lack of a definitive asymmetric gradient in thp cosmic ray
intensity. At higher energies, Swinson et al. /4/ also claim a southward pointing asymmetric
gradient during the 1960's. Their method, which uses simultaneous underground muon
observations in both hemispheres, cannot be extended backwards in time earlier than the
commencement of underground observations in both hemispheres in 1958. Analysis of recent
data is in progress.

The first indications of the existence of the perpendicular cosmic ray gradient came from
ground-based cosmic ray observations, the technique used depending on the measurements being
utilized. With neutron monitor measurements the annual and semi-annual intensities are used;
with underground muon telescope data the amplitude of the diurnal variation must be used
together with the interplanetary magnetic field vectors. Both types of analyses are complex,
and relate to different regions of interplanetary space. The neutron monitor results apply
to a volume, centered at the earth, of radius s0.05 AU, whereas the underground muon
detector results apply to a volume of radius =0.5 AU.

Measurements of the perpendicular gradient have also been made by spacecraft, at much lower
energies than those discussed here. They have mostly been made further out in the solar
system, and there can be some difficulty in distinguishing between radial and perpendicular
gradient effects in the case of spacecraft data.
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Many of the investigations on the perpendicular cosmic ray gradient have been made using data

acquired in the 1960's. By coincidence this also is the period during which solar activity

has been more consistently asymmetrical than at any time in the previous 80 years. Thus it
would appear that the observed density gradient may not reflect "normal" cosmic ray

conditions; i.e. the presence of excessive solar activity in the northern hemisphere of the

sun may be the principal reason why a significant asymmetrical perpendicular gradient was

observed. As indicated in Figure 1, the sun does not appear to have had many prolonged
periods of excess solar activity in one hemisphere or the other during the past 100 years;

therefore we conclude that the effects of excessive solar activity in tie northern hemisphere

of the sun during the 1960's may influence the existence and/or magnitude of any

perpendicular cosmic ray gradients.

We note that a asymmetric perpendicular cosmic ray gradient might also result from an

offset in the neutral sheet above or below the solar equatorial plane. Such an offset would

itself be likely to be related to hemispheric asymmetries in solar activity.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The work of DBS was supported by the Atmospheric Sciences Section, National Science

Foundation, under Grant ATM-8606885. The work of JEH was assisted by AFGL Contract F19628-

87-K-0003 with Emmanuel College.

REFERENCES.

1. E. Antonucci and D. Marocchi, Cosmic ray perpendicular gradient during 1962-1972. J.

Geophys. Res. 81, 4627-4632 (1976)

2. E. Antonucci, M.R. Attolini and S. Cecchini, On the heliolatitude distribution of

galactic cosmic rays, J. Geophys. Res. 90, 7623-7627 (1985)

3. D. B. Swinson and H. Kananen, Reversal of the cosmic ray density gradient perpendicular

to the ecliptic plane, J. Geophys. Res. 87, 1685-1687 (1982)

4. D. B. Swinson, M. A. Shea, and J. E. Humble, Cosmic ray density gradients related to the

north-south asymmetry in activity on the sun, J. Geophys. Res. 91, 2943-2949 (1986)

5. H. W. Newton, and A.S. Milsom, Mon. Not. Roy. Astr. Soc. 115, 398-404 (1955)

6. 0. R. White and D. E. Trotter, Note on the distribution of sunspots between the north and

south solar hemisphere and its variation with the solar cycle, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 33,

391-392 (1977)

£eaession For

iITIS CRA&I
DTIC TAB [3 *
Unannounmced 0
Justitioati

By

Distribut ion,(

I Availability Codee

TAvail and/or
Diet seoSlal



Unclassified

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THMtP=~E

E T DCUMENTATION PACE
la. REPORT SECURITY CLASSII-ICAT L CTlbRETICTIVE MARKiNGS

2a SECURI1Y CLASSIFICATION AU TY 0rr4 3. DISTRIBUTION/ AVAILABILITY OF REPORT

2b.~~~ IELSIIATO/ON SCE- Approved for Public Release; Distribution
2b. ECLSSIFCA~ON /DOWGRAW CHE4JLUnlimited

4. PERFORMING ORGANIZAIION REPORT NU WER(S) 5. MONITORING ORGANIZArION REPORT NUMBIER(S)

GL-TR-89-0254

6d. NAMU OF PERFORMING ORGANIZATION 6b. OFFICE SYMBOL 7a. NAME OF MONITORING ORGANIZAtION
(if applicable)

Coophbysics Laboiratory PHP
6c. ADDRES1. (City, State, and ZIP Code) 7b ADDRESS (City, Stire, mud ZIP Co&Il

Hanscom AFB
Massachusetts 01731-5000

Sa. NAME OF FUNDING/ISPONSORING 8b OFFICE SYMBOL 9. PROCUREMEN1 i:4;TRUNMI.NT IDLNTIFICAIIUNA NUMBIER
ORGANIZATION Of (tJPPhichI.I

t 13. ADDlIESS (City, State. and ZIP Code) 10 SOURCIF OF FUNDING NUM61 R,

PORM PROJECT TAS IvORK L"%IT

FLEMfNI NO NO. NO. ;ACCL 5SI014 NO
62101F 2 3 LI G1

11. TITLE (iniclude .cuiify Classification)

Solar Activity Asymmietrios and Their Possible Eff Fct on the High E nergy Cosmic 1'..

Perpendicular Gradient:

12 PERSONAL AUfI-Oft(S)
M.A. Sheoa, U.F. Smart, D.B. Swinsoni*, i.E. Fumblie**, J.A. McKinnonk!, C.C. Abston)!

1 3a, TYPE OF HLPOR T 13lb TIME COVERED J14. DATE OF REPORT (yedf MoFnth, Ody) 1 .'15 . ,iJ

Reprint. FROM __ TO9 8 9 September I."'

1G. SUPPLEMENTARY NtIATION *Univ of New Mexico, AlbuquerqueI NM 87131 **;Utiiv. of '',tsmaiiia, flobart,
Tasmania, Autmtral ja 7001 lNational Goophlys Ical Dait CLet.. r, NE)AA, BOUlder , CO 8031) -epin

from Wdv. Spice Res;. Vol. 9, No. 4 pp (4)221-(4i)224, t989
Ii_ ()~TI O[ES18, SUBIJECT TERMS (Coi-tmnue on fveui'e if necessiry and identity by block nut.. 0

FI- Solar Activity, Soliar Asymmetries,- Coiiie Radiation, SLInspotL

F FLD ICHOUP Areas, Cosmic Ray Gradiants

9 AI1STR.^c r (Continute on reverse if necessary ind identify by block number)

'TI... nort-hrn solar hemisphere was considerably store dctiVL thtan the southern during the
Iatler portioii ot huinspoL cyClU 19 arid the first part of cycle 20 in a)ll p.aratorrs
irtves [ igiT el solar I 1.,ru ruports * typle 11 rad il bur.-ts, * tun-.poL nWtII-Ve U?5.i 11t :ItlL ,.tedS.

Slme 1874, Sunspot area naiureinnents suggest only onie other Lengthby t us periodl (l11a u- 111,)
whnuci Iuil. splsru uf the bun was pursist lit ly more a-ctiVu thtal 1 he. )r, Jur 0-

rLi..iuiurg Liam: pur lods, the sunspot areai appear to hullie beicii .4poimtt)arttAt I leI for each
JIV1eiinre. hFrou tI1-is we suggrnst thu poss~ibi Iity thlit the perl-zrd Lular coisvic ray gir-I,dit
kntrri beatween 1959 and 197U mray riot be repreasentative of "normial"'-it oi pvlitrktly
becaus solar activity was riot evunly disitributed. bc~twutn the two hemibpheres, and
consequiently the cosmnic ray propagation charactoristics way r. have b-im sy~iwetr Ic bvtwul.ri
dth rdrtlrr atid southern portions of the heliosphurts.

2. DISTRI8UrIkNAVA:L.. J1LiT1 OF AB8.THAC1 121. ABSTIEACT SECURITY CLA)SIFILAVION

CUUNCLASSIFIEIUNiLIMITED) 0 SAME AS AP r. C1 OTIC USERS Un C l~a ss i 1ed

?2: PIAMIE uF K,,rNSIbt. 11 I'! UAL 122b. ELLFPrIONZ (include 22aCde ~c OFFICE 1,YMIIOL

.A. Shea 1(617) 377-3978 Pill,

DO FORM 14 if , 84 MAR 83 APR edition may be used unt d exhausted. SECURI TV CLASSIFICAlTION Of 'HIS I Ai,
~ ~tt~l oLr editions are obsolete.-- -*---* - -.-

A fJ '1 10 Unci assi f tcd


