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Key Points:

• Statistical investigation of ionospheric density anomalies in the 12 hours before
earthquakes using 20 years of data.

• Statistically significant regional anomalies identified but no globally consistent sig-
nature.

• Regional analysis ionospheric precursors should be considered as a key part of earth-
quake forecasting.
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Abstract

Local ionospheric density anomalies have been reported in the days prior to ma-
jor earthquakes. This global study statistically investigates whether consistent ionospheric
anomalies occur in the 24 hours prior to earthquakes across different regions, magnitudes,
temporal and spatial scales. We match earthquake data to Total Electron Content (TEC)
data from 2000-2020 at a higher resolution and cadence than previous assessed. Glob-
ally, no significant, consistent anomaly is found. Regionally, statistically significant iono-
spheric anomalies arise in the 12 hours prior to earthquakes with p ≤ 0.01 following Wilcoxon
tests. For the Japanese region we find a median negative ionospheric anomaly of around
0.5TECU between 3 and 8 hours before earthquakes. For the South American region,
the median TEC is enhanced by up to ∼ 2TECU, between 7 and 10 hours before an
event. We show that the results are robust to different definitions of the “local” region
and earthquake magnitude. This demonstrates the promise of monitoring the ionosphere
as part of a multimodal earthquake forecasting system.

Plain Language Summary

The density of the upper, ionized layer of Earth’s atmosphere has impacts on com-
munications and navigational equipment. We monitor this density through detecting in-
terference in our navigational guidance systems. We use density data of this layer of the
atmosphere to investigate whether there are any detectable and consistent signals emit-
ted before earthquakes, that could be used with other indicators to help forecast earth-
quakes. When breaking down our analysis into regions, we find consistent and signifi-
cant signatures in the 12 hours prior to earthquakes. In agreement with previous stud-
ies we find no globally consistent signature, which implies that anomalies are dependent
on subsurface properties of the region analyzed. Our findings support a more regional
analysis of pre-earthquake processes and that atmospheric disturbances should be con-
sidered as a valuable additional data source in future earthquake forecasting studies.
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1 Introduction

The ionosphere is one of the upper layers of Earth’s atmosphere, located at alti-
tudes greater than ∼ 50 km. It is an ionized region, primarily due to illumination with
solar UV radiation, although precipitation of energetic particles from near-Earth space
can also contribute on a local scale. Due to these ionizing sources, the density and com-
position of the ionosphere vary with time of day, latitude, and the levels of solar and ge-
omagnetic activity (Mendillo, 2006; Prölss, 2008; Kane, 2003). This variability can im-
pact the propagation of radio signals, interfere with communication systems, and degrade
the accuracy of navigational tools. Due to this interference, we can remotely monitor iono-
spheric properties through their impact on GNSS (Global Navigation Satellite Systems)
signals. Dual-frequency GNSS receiver measurements can be used to calculate the in-
tegrated electron density, known as Total Electron Content (TEC), along the line of sight
to the spacecraft. This can then be converted into the vTEC, or vertical total electron
content, to obtain a measurement of TEC directly above the location of the GNSS re-
ceiver.

While many factors impacting the ionosphere are external in origin (e.g. solar il-
lumination (L. Liu & Chen, 2009)), it can also be impacted by subsurface events includ-
ing earthquakes. For example, the magnitude 9.0 Tohoku earthquake in 2011 (Rolland
et al., 2011), as well as the recent 2022 Tonga volcanic eruption (Zhang et al., 2022), had
large and unambiguous impacts on the ionosphere in the hours after the events. (Galvan
et al., 2011) showed that two earthquakes of magnitude 8.1 and 8.8 (offshore Samoa and
Chile respectively) were associated with fluctuations in TEC, inferred to be a result of
the propagation of atmospheric gravity waves perturbing the ionosphere (Hickey et al.,
2009). However, we note that the seismogenic signals detected by (Galvan et al., 2011)
after these two large tsunami-triggering events only had a typical amplitude of ∼ 0.1−
0.2 TEC Units (TECU), and thus required careful data processing to extract. (Sithartha
Muthu Vijayan & Shimna, 2022) assessed the impact of the non-uniform sampling and
aliasing of ionospheric measurements on the detection of seismogenic ionospheric per-
turbations. They found that these inherent properties of the data must be considered
to distinguish these perturbations from the background. Nonetheless, (Astafyeva & Shults,
2019) demonstrated that the ionospheric impact of earthquakes can be seen at least as
low as magnitude 7.4.

It has also been suggested that there may be changes in the ionosphere in the hours,
days or weeks prior to an earthquake occurring (e.g. Pulinets, 1998; J. Y. Liu et al., 2009;
Ikuta & Oba, 2022), though we note that the physical mechanisms for such observations
are as yet unclear (see comprehensive review by Conti et al., 2021). Inspecting 20 earth-
quakes above magnitude 6 near Taiwan, J. Y. Liu et al. (2004) showed a statistically sig-
nificant decrease in ionospheric TEC up to five days before an earthquake in the 1800
- 2200 (evening) local time sector. Later work has since shown that various TEC anoma-
lies may be found prior to earthquakes, and that ionospheric TEC may be enhanced or
decreased (C. Y. Liu et al., 2018; Ulukavak et al., 2020), perhaps depending on the so-
lar local time. We note that some works have suggested that issues arise when account-
ing for variable data quality, and the definition of a TEC “anomaly” often varies between
studies. Nonetheless, it is widely agreed that searching for pre-earthquake signatures in
TEC data shows promise (Lim & Leong, 2019; Ikuta & Oba, 2022).

Thomas et al. (2017) completed a global study, concluding that there was no con-
sistent, global TEC anomaly in the days before an earthquake. However, they noted that
anomalies could be localized or last only a few hours, which would have prevented them
from being detected in their study. Zhu and Jiang (2020) later looked at ionospheric dis-
turbances up to 15 days before earthquakes, limiting their sample to those earthquakes
that occurred inland (i.e. not sub-oceanic) due to GPS data coverage. Their study also
concluded that there were little to no consistent signatures of TEC anomalies.
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In this work, we use higher spatial and temporal resolution than has previously been
considered to statistically assess whether any consistent changes in ionospheric TEC can
be identified before earthquakes. We use a large historical dataset spanning 20 years, to
explore both global and regional observations. We have chosen to make as few down se-
lections of data as possible, and applied a simple, easily reproducible scheme in which
we compare TEC values around each earthquake with observations made at a previous
non-earthquake time. Such a scheme would be lightweight and straightforward to ap-
ply as a regional monitor. We show that such a lightweight monitor, comparing statis-
tical parameters within regions of the ionosphere, may be suitable for identifying iono-
spheric anomalies that can precede earthquakes.

2 Data

This study uses data from the Madrigal database [cedar.openmadrigal.org], which
provides global maps of vertical TEC, calculated from GNSS data (Rideout & Coster,
2006). These data are provided on a 1° by 1° grid at a temporal cadence of 5 minutes.
We note here that though global, the data are incomplete, with typical global complete-
ness of ∼ 25% (e.g. Sun et al., 2022).

To classify earthquakes and label times of events we use the USGS earthquake cat-
alog (USGS, 2022). This catalog records critical features such as the event time, mag-
nitude, epicenter location and epicenter depth of earthquakes.

To maximize data completeness while permitting the largest possible set of histor-
ical data, we use data between 2000 and 2020 as our statistical sample.

3 Method

Ionospheric TEC is influenced by a large number of contributing factors. These fac-
tors include solar illumination and incident energetic particle flux, meaning that TEC
will vary annually, diurnally and stochastically depending on the current space weather
conditions. Previous statistical studies have highlighted different time-scales of ionospheric
perturbations due to seismic activity ranging from hours to days before earthquakes (Pulinets
et al., 2003; Pulinets & Boyarchuk, 2004; J.-Y. Liu et al., 2006; Le et al., 2011; Li & Par-
rot, 2013; Parrot & Li, 2018). To probe the impact of seismic effects globally and across
all available events we must standardise the time-scale observed. Overall, following case
studies illustrated in figure 1, the largest variation between TEC values appears when
comparing the 12 hours either side of an event, with the 24 hour period immediately be-
fore. This standardisation will allow for the detection of TEC variations taking place in
the hours prior to earthquakes, as seen in some previous studies (Kelley et al., 2017; Muafiry
& Heki, 2020), but may obscure variations that are observed over days to weeks before
events as seen in other studies (Parrot & Li, 2018).

Furthermore, we do not remove events during geomagnetically active intervals (c.f.
Thomas et al., 2017), relying instead on the large statistical dataset we are deploying,
and the normalization method. This ensures that if any operational ionospheric mon-
itoring used these procedures it would be agnostic as to the current “space weather”, though
the performance would likely degrade depending on conditions. Such considerations will
form a future extension.

Due to data availability, as discussed above, it is not always possible to compare
the TEC value at a specific location (e.g. 1◦x1◦ locale), but this is not necessary for our
study. Instead, we evaluate the statistical properties (i.e. median) of a small region of
the ionosphere around a central location, e.g. ±3◦ of longitude and latitude. This allows,
first for a more regional analysis, and secondly to create a more representative TEC value
base on the median of multiple measurements. We will vary the radius of the area used
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throughout the study to understand the spatial extent of the anomaly. It is known that
absolute TEC values can display an error margin of 1-2 TECU due to satellite and re-
ceiver biases and differences in calculation methods used over time. However, this study
is focused on the relative difference of TEC values that are close in time (within tens of
hours) and space (within a few degrees), and therefore these errors should be minimized.
Further, we presume that these uncertainties would manifest as random noise in our sam-
ple, for which we will examine the statistical significance of any signal.

Each median observed TEC is compared to the median TEC exactly 24 hours pre-
viously using equation 1. This is applied to all measurements in the 12 hours before and
after each event.

TECAnomaly =< TEC >T − < TEC >T−24h (1)

In equation 1, < TEC > is the median of the TEC values measured within a de-
fined region at time T . If less than two data points are recorded in the region with the
time window in question, this epoch is ignored and the anomaly is not calculated due
to a lack of data.

To determine the statistical significance of any change in ionospheric TEC we em-
ploy the Wilcoxon test (Wilcoxon, 1945; Conover, 1971). The non-parametric Wilcoxon
test compares the distributions of the TECAnomaly at each epoch on the day of the earth-
quake and the corresponding epoch 24 hours prior, to assess whether the point-wise dif-
ference between the distributions is symmetric around zero. If it is asymmetric around
zero we can infer that any deviation in the distribution of TEC anomalies observed be-
fore an earthquake is statistically significant. A priori we arbitrarily set an upper limit
on significance at a p-value of p = 0.2, though we will report the calculated p-value as-
sociated with our results.

4 Results

The results from applying our TEC anomaly detection method will first present
a case study of two major earthquakes, followed by the global and regional statistical anal-
ysis covering all events in the dataset. We will then present a more detailed analysis of
the TEC anomaly properties for the Japanese and South American subduction zone re-
gions, including magnitude and spatial extent. We note that though we present the re-
sults for two representative regions, we have tested our method on 5 regions of major
earthquakes, the results of which are included in the SI.

4.1 Case Study Examples

Figure 1 details two case study events, showing the variation in median TEC for
the 24 hours centered on a 2015 Chile magnitude 8.3 earthquake (figures 1a, 1c) and a
2012 Indonesian magnitude 8.6 earthquake (figures 1b, 1d). The top row (figures 1a, 1b),
shows the variation in TEC for the day of the earthquake and the two days on either side
(i.e. t±24hours), while the bottom row shows the resulting TEC anomaly, calculated
as per equation 1, for the day of the earthquake compared to the previous and follow-
ing days.

The top row of figure 1 shows quite large (∼ 10TECU) differences between the
TEC values recorded for the three days around both example earthquakes. For the 2015
Chilean earthquake, we can see that on the day of the earthquake the TEC appears to
be enhanced between 4 and 10 hours prior to the earthquake and suppressed between
4 hours before and the time of the earthquake. This could perhaps be evidence of the
solar local time dependence noted by other studies (e.g. C. Y. Liu et al., 2018; Ulukavak
et al., 2020), where TEC is suppressed or enhanced depending on solar local time of the
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Figure 1. TEC variation within 3◦ of earthquake epicenters for a major Chilean and Indone-

sian event. a) and b) directly show the median TEC value for each event on the day of, the day

before (- 24 hours) and the day after (+ 24 hours), each event. c) and d) show the resulting TEC

anomaly for each earthquake day calculated by taking the difference between the median TEC on

the day before, in blue, and with the day after, in orange.

observation. Meanwhile for the 2012 Indonesian earthquake TEC appears to be suppressed
for several hours before and after the earthquake. These patterns are consistent irrespec-
tive of the comparison being made to either the previous or following days. However, it
is unclear from these individual examples if the anomalies are caused by earthquakes,
or stochastic processes such as space weather. A statistical analysis of many events will
avoid this uncertainty by negating the events of individual space weather events.

4.2 Statistical Analysis

Figure 2 shows superposed epoch analyses of the TEC anomaly measured within
±3◦ of the earthquake epicenter, for earthquakes greater than magnitude 7, in the 12 hours
before the events. Figures 2a and 2c show the median TEC anomaly, in solid lines, for
the whole global dataset (in gray) and for two specific regions: Japan and South Amer-
ica in orange and cyan respectively. The interquartile range of the distributions are in-
dicated with the shaded regions. Figures 2b and d show the location of the earthquakes
included in these statistical summaries noted in green, while those in red appear within
our dataset but have insufficient ionospheric data to be included. For the Japanese earth-
quakes, 27 occur within our time interval, of which 20 have the requisite ionospheric data.
Similarly, for the South American earthquakes: 25 occurred within our time interval, 21
of which have sufficient data for our analysis. Figure 2e shows the p-values obtained by
the Wilcoxon test, with the a priori significance level of 0.2 indicated with a green dashed
line.

From the gray distributions (replicated in figures 2a and 2c) we can see that for
the full global selection of earthquakes within the 2000-2020 time interval, the median
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Figure 2. Statistical analysis of TEC anomalies within 3◦ of M>7 earthquake epicenters. The

anomaly is a result of comparison with the preceding day, for 12 hours prior to earthquakes. a)

Median TEC anomalies for events with sufficient data in the Japanese region shown in b). c)

Median TEC anomalies for events with sufficient data in the South American region shown in

d). e) Statistical significance of TEC anomalies for both regions covered in a)-d). Results for the

global analysis are shown as a reference in the background of plots a) and c). See SI for North

American, Tongan and Indonesian regional statistics.
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TEC anomaly hovers around zero. In contrast, when restricting the sample to those within
the Japanese region (Figure 2a) the median TEC anomaly is below zero until 3 hours
before earthquake time, with the upper quartile found to hover around zero, for 3 to 8
hours before events. Inspecting the results of the Wilcoxon test on these distributions
of TEC anomalies (Figure 2e, in orange) we see that between 4 and 8 hours before the
earthquakes the TEC distributions obtained are significantly below zero, with significance
peaking at p ≤ 0.005. Inspecting the results for the South American earthquakes (Fig-
ure 2c), the median TEC anomaly is enhanced between 6 and 10 hours before the earth-
quakes. The Wilcoxon test (Figure 2e, cyan) confirms the significance of this enhance-
ment, with p ≤ 0.005 approximately 8 hours before the earthquakes.

Figure 2 shows the statistics for a specific region around earthquakes (±3◦) and
for earthquakes larger than a given magnitude (greater than magnitude 7). We now ex-
amine how our results depend upon these choices. Figure 3 shows four panels examin-
ing these relationships using the earthquakes within the Japanese region. Figure 3b shows
the p-value of the most significant epoch in the twelve hours before the earthquakes, ac-
cording to the Wilcoxon test, as a function of minimum earthquake magnitude included
in the sample and regional extent for inclusion of TEC measurements. Here, as above,
we have chosen a significance level of 0.2: values larger than this are colored red, while
more significant values are blue. Figure 3a shows the median TEC anomaly for the most
significant epoch, with green colors indicating an anomaly greater than zero (i.e. an en-
hancement in TEC) and red indicating an anomaly below zero (i.e. a suppression of TEC).
We note that the most significant epoch may not correspond to the largest median TEC
anomaly as the significance of the distribution is tested, and not the magnitude of the
median value. Figure 3c shows the time of the most significant epoch relative to the earth-
quake. Figure 3d shows the earthquakes within the region used for the analysis, colored
by magnitude.

The domination of red in figure 3a) shows that earthquakes greater than magni-
tude 7 in the Japanese region see a reduction in the observed median TEC. The median
TEC anomaly is typically ∼ 0.4TECU within 3◦ and reduces as the spatial region con-
sidered increases. As the minimum magnitude included in the sample increases (e.g. mov-
ing down Figure 3a) we see that the median TEC anomaly is relatively steady, though
it decreases at a minimum magnitude of around 8.25. This is likely due to the number
of earthquakes in the sample decreasing to just two events, which forces the Wilcoxon
p-value above the significance threshold (figure 3b). It is possible from figure 3 that as
the minimum magnitude increases, larger median TEC anomalies are seen at greater dis-
tances from the epicenter. This observation holds moving from top-left in figure 3a to
the square at minimum magnitude 8.0 and distance from the epicenter of 8◦. The dis-
tributions of TEC anomalies at the most significant epoch all exhibit significant (p ≤
0.2) deviations from zero (figure 3b), up to the point where only two earthquakes are left
within the sample, above magnitude 8.25. Examining the time of greatest significance
(Figure 3c), we find that this is mostly around 7 hours prior to the earthquakes. Small
changes across Figure 3c likely indicate that the reduction in observed TEC is persis-
tent for several hours at similar levels of significance as seen in Figure 2c.

Figure 4 conducts the same analysis as figure 3 but for the South American region
which, unlike Japan, has a trend of positive TEC anomalies prior to earthquakes. Fig-
ure 4 shows the median TEC anomaly is up to ∼ 1TECU within 3◦ and is typically most
significant ∼ 8 hours prior to the event. This region supports the observations seen for
the Japanese region: relatively stable TEC median anomaly values for magnitudes with
sufficient significance, and an increase in TEC anomalies that can be seen further from
the epicenter as magnitude increases. A consistent time of greatest significance is observed
for magnitudes with sufficient support (i.e. sufficient earthquakes within the sample).
Further support for these conclusions can be drawn from all other regions with sufficient
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Figure 3. Anomaly dependence on earthquake magnitude and distance from epicenter for

Japanese earthquakes. Minimum magnitude implies that only events over the stated magnitude

are considered. Support for magnitudes is as follows: M>7: 20, M>7.25: 14, M>7.5: 7, M>7.75:

6, M>8: 4, M>8.25: 2, M>8.5: 1. Distance from epicenter implies all data available within this

radius are used to calculate median TEC values. a) Median TEC anomaly value at the time

with the highest statistical significance within 8 hours prior to the earthquake time. b) Minimum

Wilcoxon p-value for TEC anomaly within 8 hours prior to earthquake. c) Time before the earth-

quake with the most statistically significant TEC anomaly. d) Map of earthquakes used in the

analysis.
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Figure 4. Anomaly dependence on earthquake magnitude and distance from epicenter for

South American earthquakes. Minimum magnitude implies that only events over the stated mag-

nitude are considered. Support for magnitudes is as follows: M>7: 20, M>7.25: 14, M>7.5: 11,

M>7.75: 6, M>8: 3 M>8.25: 3, M>8.5: 1. Format is similar to that in Figure 3.

concentrations of large earthquakes (American west coast, Tongan region, Indonesian re-
gion) and are shown in the SI.

5 Discussion

The results of this study suggest regionally consistent anomalies in the total elec-
tron content of the ionosphere around earthquake epicenters in the hours before major
events. This section will discuss the nature of the differences between regions and briefly
address possible explanations for these variations. We will then compare our results against
those from previous studies before commenting on the limitations and implications of
our findings.

The key pattern seen in our results is the inconsistency of anomalies between re-
gions. This underscores the importance of considering regional, rather than global, vari-
ations when studying pre-seismic ionospheric anomalies. Our findings are statistically
significant irrespective of our choice of p-value threshold as 0.2, considering the preva-
lence of p-values consistently below 0.05 in Figures 2, 3 and 4. Given that significance
remains high when considering the whole set of earthquakes above M>7, and averaging
is avoided in favor of using quantiles, this study is robust to skewed statistics from large
effects observed for only a small number of events. Local time effects are avoided through
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statistical analysis irrespective of event time, whose distributions are relatively uniform,
suggesting that underlying regional geology is the cause of differences between regions.

Inconsistencies exist in time and polarity of TEC anomalies between regions. The
Japanese subduction zone shows a negative TEC anomaly between ∼ 3-8 hours prior
to events, whereas the South American subduction zone shows a positive TEC anomaly
∼ 6-10 hours prior to an event. This statistical study is agnostic of causing mechanisms,
but we must address the existence of possible explanations for these phenomena. Pre-
vious studies have hypothesized stress-activated electric currents in rocks as a mecha-
nism for building up a positive charge beneath the Earth’s surface prior to earthquakes.
These build-ups of charge, known as “positive holes”, can interact with ions in the air
which in turn impact TEC measurements (e.g. Freund, 2010; Kuo et al., 2011). This the-
ory is contested amongst the pre-seismic signals community (e.g. Sorokin et al., 2020;
Conti et al., 2021) and a physical explanation is not the object of this study. Nonethe-
less, differences in electrical signals from different rock compositions and fault types en-
countered in different regions could be responsible for the variation in the nature of the
signal in both time and signature.

Previous studies find little to no evidence of clear precursory signatures at a global
scale (e.g. Thomas et al., 2017; Zhu & Jiang, 2020; Ulukavak et al., 2020), with anal-
yses using a resolution of 2.5◦ Latitude, 5◦ longitude and 2 hour cadence. This conclu-
sion is upheld with our study, but the higher resolution we have extracted from the MADRI-
GAL database of 1◦x1◦ spatial and 5 minute cadence allows for the identification of re-
gionally consistent anomalies. Given the regionality of seismic properties due to under-
lying geology, and the regional nature of TEC anomalies we have identified, this study
supports a stronger emphasis on regional breakdowns to identify local pre-seismic sig-
nals, instead of focusing on consistent global anomalies.

The statistical analysis of precursory ionospheric signals is restricted by dataset size
and resolution. Globally, TEC data is only consistently available since approximately
2000, and earthquakes occur at a rate of approximately only once per month for M>7,
and approximately once per year for M>8 (USGS, 2022). If the statistical anomalies iden-
tified in this study hold, more earthquakes in the future will further increase their sta-
tistical significance. Considering resolution, TEC data is limited by satellite and ground
station coverage. As shown in Figure 2, in some cases there is insufficient coverage within
the vicinity of earthquake epicenters to meaningfully calculate TEC variation. Further-
more the temporal resolution of 5 minute cadence for measurements may obscure, or be
biased by, large variations over a shorter timescale.

The statistical nature of this study implies that although TEC anomalies are likely
to occur before major earthquakes, they are not certain and do not exclusively occur be-
fore events. We envisage that the identification of TEC anomalies could be used together
with other data sources in a multimodal system to help with forecasting or early warn-
ing systems for earthquake and tsunami events. To improve the regionality and resolu-
tion of our results, and create a more reliable input to forecasting models, improved res-
olution and real-time availability of TEC measurements are required. Future studies should
evaluate the effectiveness of identifying earthquake events through precursors and focus
on individual regions with maximum data availability including Japan.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have presented a data-driven exploration of ionospheric anoma-
lies in the 12 hours before major earthquakes. We have used 1◦x1◦ resolution global maps
of ionospheric TEC at a five minute resolution, with a data set spanning 20 years (2000
- 2020). We define an ionospheric anomaly as the difference between the regional me-
dian of TEC observed (e.g. within ±3◦), compared to the same region 24 hours previ-
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ously. We investigate if and how this anomaly might vary with time relative to earth-
quakes, and assess the statistical significance of any difference with the Wilcoxon test.

Through this method we have demonstrated statistically significant regional iono-
spheric anomalies in the 12 hours preceding earthquakes. We find that TEC is suppressed
in the Japanese region between approximately 8 and 3 hours before a M > 7 earthquake,
with a median difference of ∼ 0.5TECU and a Wilcoxon p-value confidence level of p <
0.01. In the South American region, TEC is significantly enhanced by upto ∼ 2TECU
between 10 and 7 hours before earthquakes with a confidence level of p < 0.01. Glob-
ally, we do not find a consistent, or significant ionospheric anomaly in the 12 hours prior
to an earthquake.

This work has highlighted the utility of simple characterization of regional statis-
tics, enabling studies to make robust diurnal comparisons with largely incomplete data
(Sun et al., 2022). The significant regional differences discovered may help in identify-
ing the debated origins of pre-seismic ionospheric anomalies. In light of our regionally
variable results we suggest that future earthquake forecasting should prioritize local sig-
nals over searching for globally consistent precursors. Finally, this study has definitively
shown that TEC anomalies are a valuable source of information for pre-earthquake stud-
ies that should be considered as an additional data source in earthquake forecasting mod-
els.

7 Open Research

The ionospheric density and seismic event datasets used for this research are open-
source and available from (CEDAR, 2023) and (USGS, 2022) respectively, with no re-
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