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method was performed. = Overall, we suggest that the magnetopause velocity calculated from the magnetopause
= The velocity inside the magnetopause boundary layer is quite high in some cases. boundary layer is a better approach as shown in F9.

= Traditional Calculation of magnetopause velocity shows that for short time difference, there is
more fluctuation in velocity. This might be related to the fact that the magnetopause is not a Key Points and Future Steps
smooth curve.

= A sudden peak in the velocity

component of the
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= Discrepancy in the magnetopause velocity calculation in the traditional method.

- Distinct crossings - the region distinct crossings velocity peak " The velocity along the x-axis has a sudden peak. The origin of this peak is unknown. = The velocity calculated inside the magnetopause boundary layer gives a more accurate result.
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